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BEFORE  THE 


THE  MONTANA  WATER  POLLUTION  CONTROL  COUNCIL 


Public  Hearing 
May  16,  1967 


PROPOSED  REVISIONS  OF  WATER  QUALITY  STANDARDS 

and 

WATER  USE  CLASSIFICATIONS  FOR  MONTANA 


-OOOOQ- 


BE  IT  REMEMBERED  that  the  above- entitled  public  hearing 
came  on  regularly  at  the  hour  of  8:30  A»M,3  on  Tuesday 
May  16 3 19673  before  the  above-entitled  Council  in  the 

Chambers  of  the  Montana  House  of  Representatives s in  the 
Montana  State  Capitol3  at  Helena 3 Montana s with  Mr . 
Winton  Wey demeyer 3 Chairman 3 presiding . 


PROCEEDINGS 


Mr.  Weydemeyer:  Good  morning  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

I really  believe,  in  fact  I am  sure,  you  have  us  out- 
numbered. We  are  very  happy  to  see  so  many  people  here;  later, 
we  will  tell  you  why  we  are  happy. 

First  of  all,  I want  to  introduce  to  you  the  members 
of  the  Water  Pollution  Council.  Members  are  appointed  according 
to  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  of  Montana.  We  have,  on  the 
end  here.  Dr.  Anderson,  our  Executive  Officer  of  the  State  Board 
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of  Health;  John  Hazen,  appointed  member,  who  represents  indus- 
tries dealing  with  inorganic  waste.  We  have  Ev  Darlington,  who 
is  substituting  for  Alex  McDermott,  officially  Director  of  the 
Montana  State  Water  Resources  Board.  J.  I.  Zeien,  of  Billings, 
who  represents  industries  dealing  with  organic  waste.  We  have 
Art  Whitney,  filling  in  for  Frank  Dunkle,  as  Director  of  the 
Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Commission.  Clay  Brink,  who  is  Secretary  of 
the  Water  Pollution  Council.  He's  with  the  State  Board  of  Health, 
which  is  the  agency  designated  by  law  to  serve  as  the  technical 
agency  to  provide  i nformati on  for  the  Water  Pollution  Council. 

I think  it  is  desirable  to  give  a little  background 
information  on  why  this  Hearing  is  being  held,  although  this  in- 
formation was  contained  in  the  Information  Bulletin  sent  out  to 
more  than  a thousand  people  or  organizations  over  the  State. 

The  Montana  Water  Pollution  Act  was  passed  in  1955,  and 
established  this  council  with  the  responsibility  of  protecting 
the  waters  of  the  State;  preventing  and  abating  pollution.  In  the 
following  year,  we,  the  Water  Pollution  Council  adopted  criteria 
for  the  streams  of  Montana,  based  upon  the  Pacific  Northwest  Pol- 
lution Council  criteria  existing  at  that  time.  During  the  next 
few  years,  as  fast  as  we  were  able,  we  made  studies  of  the  streams 
and  lakes  of  Montana,  and  established  the  classification  of  the 
waters  of  Montana.  This  was  done  through  a series  of  public 
hearings.  Public  hearins  were  held  in  various  watersheds  of  the 
State,  at  which  time  information  was  presented  to  the  public,  and 
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on  the  basis  of  ideas  and  information  presented,  the  classifica- 
tion was  adopted. 

Now,  in  1966,  on  the  basis  of  new  studies,  new  tech- 
nical information,  the  Pacific  Northwest  Pollution  Council  up- 
graded its  criteria.  Montana  also  studied  this  criteria,  tried 
to  adopt  it  to  Montana  conditions,  and  are  proposing  the  criteria 
which  was  contained  in  the  information  booklet  on  page  8,  which 
is  to  be  considered  at  this  Hearing. 

In  1965,  Congress  enacted  the  Federal  Water  Quality 
Act,  which  requires  every  State  to  submit  standards  of  water 
quality  before  July  1,  this  year.  Those  States  which  fail  to 
conform  by  that  time  will  find  the  Federal  Government  setting 
the  standards  for  them.  These  standards,  which  we  are  proposing 
today,  will  be  reviewed  by  the  Federal  Government.  They  may  be 
adopted;  they  may  be  changed  as  required  to  meet  the  standards 
set  up  by  the  Federal  Government. 

At  this  hearing,  we  are  submitting  for  your  consider- 
ation, both  Montana  proposed  criteria  and  the  stream  classifi- 
cations; and  these  are  not  final  as  you  will  see  from  the  cover 
letter  which  was  sent  out  with  more  than  one  thousand  copies  of 
the  information  bulletin,  which  many  of  you  have  seen;  this 
statement  was  made  that  the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Council  will 
at  that  time,  that  is,  at  the  Hearing,  receive  information  to 
assist  in  the  up-grading  of  water  quality  criteria  and  the  re- 
classification of  water  usage  for  the  State  of  Montana. 
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Following  the  Hearing,  the  Water  Pollution  Council  will  consider 
evidence  submitted  and  determine  changes  to  be  made  in  the  pro- 
posed standards  before  their  becoming  a permanent  water  quality 
standard  for  the  State  of  Montana  to  be  submitted  for  approval 
by  the  Federal  Government. 

Now  classification  of  streams  and  lakes  is  not  a simple 
process.  Some  of  the  quality  criteria  involved  are  quite  techni- 
cal in  nature.  In  an  attempt  to  provide  adequate  information  to 
the  public,  before  the  Hearing,  we,  as  I say,  prepared  this  40- 
page  bulletin  --information  bulletin--  of  which  more  than  1,000 
copies  have  been  distributed  to  interested  citizens,  organiza- 
tions, municipalities,  industries,  and  others,  throughout  the 
State  of  Montana.  Unfortunately,  it  seems  that  in  spite  of  our 
efforts,  we  didn't  get  our  story  across.  The  letters,  the  tele- 
grams, the  phone  calls,  newspaper  stories  and  letters  to  the 
editor,  during  the  past  two  or  three  weeks  would  indicate  that 
we  did  not  clearly  impress  the  general  public  with  the  facts 
which  were  presented  in  written  form  in  this  bulletin. 

Use  of  the  letters  of  the  alphabet  to  indicate  differ- 
ent water  uses  does  not  mean  that  "B"  waters  are  less  pure  than 
,!A".  That  is  plainly  indicated  in  the  bulletin.  C waters  are 
not  necessarily  less  pure  than  "B",  and  so  on.  If  only  one  cri- 
terion were  used  it  would  be  possible  to  rate  the  streams  "One, 
two,  three,  four  and  five";  but  as  you'll  notice  on  the  chart  in 
the  bulletin,  there  are  ten  different  combinations  of  physical 
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and  chemical  properties  which  are  used  in  classifying  a stream. 
Although  "A"  rates  higher  in  one  or  two  of  these  groups,  one 
of  the  lower  letters,  such  as  Dj,  what  we  might  call  lower  let- 
ters, rates,  actually,  higher  than  "A"  in  most  characteris- 
tics. C rates  higher  than  A in  some  of  the  characteristics.  In 
order  to  assess  water  quality,  it's  necessary  to  consider  all  of 
these  different  physical  and  chemical  properties.  Most  of  the 
confusion,  I think,  that  has  resulted  over  the  state,  is  due  to 
two  facts:  One,  a misunderstanding  of  this  lettering,  because 

people  are  used  to  thinking  that  the  Grade  of  A in  school  was 
higher  than  a Grade  of  B,  and  B is  higher  than  a C,  and  so  on; 
but  that  is  not  the  case  in  the  use  of  these  letters  for  classi- 
fying our  streams.  Much  of  the  difficulty,  as  I said,  arises 
from  two  facts:  One,  the  fact  that  the  criteria  upon  which  the 

proposed  stream  classifications  are  based,  is  up-graded.  It  is 
not  the  same  criteria  that  was  used  when  the  streams  were  classi- 
fied seven  or  eight  years  ago.  The  other  misconception  arises 
from  the  fact  that  most  people  are  using  perimeter  and  one  qual- 
ity, rather  than  all  ten,  to  assess  the  stream  classification. 
They're  using  the  coliform  count.  The  coliform  count  is  only 
one  of  these  ten  measures  of  water  quality.  Some  of  the  other 
measures  are  more  indicative  of  contamination,  perhaps,  in  the 
water  supply  than  the  coliform  count  is. 

I want  to  make  this  clear  at  the  beginning  of  this 
Hearing  so  that  there  won't  be  wasted  time  arguing  over  points 
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that  are  not  valid.  We  are  sorry  that  we  did  not  have  any 
money  for  our  public  relations  work  to  send  people  out  to  dis- 
cuss these  with  organizations  and  groups;  we  tried  to  do  the 
best  we  could  with  the  information  bulletin,  so  that  you  would 
adequately  understand  the  basis  for  these  proposals. 

Let's  consider  some  of  the  misconceptions  that  have 
arisen.  In  almost  all  cases,  in  this  new  classification  of 
streams,  the  reclassification  represents  an  attempt  on  the  part 
of  the  Council  to  up-grade  the  water  quality  in  our  streams;  not 
to  down  grade  it.  The  proposed  A-D^  waters  call  for  greater  pur- 
ity than  the  present  A,  B,  C,  D,  classifications,  of  the  same 
stream.  The  proposed  D- D ^ waters  call  for  a higher  standard 
than  the  present  B,C,D,E  waters.  The  proposed  Dg  is  a more 
stringent  classification  than  the  present  D. 

Now,  let's  apply  this  to  some  specific  examples. 
Classifying  Flathead  Lake  B-D^  would  be  a stricter  control  over 
quality,  in  most  respect,  than  we  have  now,  under  the  A,B,C,D 
classification.  It  would  permit  a higher  col i form  count.  The 
col i form  count  is  1,000  per  100  ml.,  not  2,000  as  some  people 
have  thought,  because  standards  for  C would  govern;  the  stan- 
dards for  C is  higher  than  that  for  B.  In  all  cases  where  we 
have  a combination  of  letters,  in  each  condition,  the  letter 
carrying  to  most  stringent  requirement  is  the  one  which  applies. 
I think  we  have  an  A-D^  stream,  and  certainly  the  requirement 
under  is  more  stringent  than  A,  it  applies  to  the  A-D^. 
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In  the  case  of  many  of  the  tributaries  to  Flathead  Lake,  under 
the  proposed  reclassification  the  coliform  limit  would  remain 

I 

as  it  now  is,  but  other  requirements  would  be  stricter  than  they 
now  are.  So  the  tributaries  would  be  enhanced  in  quality  rather 
than  degraded. 

Under  the  proposed  classifications,  all  sections  of 
the  Clark  Fork  River  and  its  tributaries,  with  the  exception  of 
Georgetown  Lake,  would  have  higher  standards  than  at  present. 

Let  me  repeat  that.  Under  the  proposed  classifications 
which  are  proposed  by  the  Council  and  are  for  your  consideration 
today,  all  sections  of  the  Clark  Fork  River  and  its  tributaries, 
with  the  exception  of  Georgetown  Lake,  would  have  higher  total 
standards  than  at  present.  The  D2  standard  is  higher  --which  we 
are  proposing  --the  D2  standard  is  higher  than  the  present  D 
Standard.  The  standard  is  even  higher  than  the  standard. 

In  short,  the  Council  is  not  trying  to  downgrade  the 
waters  of  Montana;  it  is  trying  to  up-grade  them. 

Now,  let  me  tell  you  why  we  are  happy  to  see  so  many 
people  here  today,  why  we  have  been  happy  to  receive,  during 
the  past  two  weeks,  a stack  of  letters  that  stands  about  so-high. 
Why  we  are  happy  to  see  the  tremendous  interest  all  over  the 
State,  and  especially  in  Western  Montana,  in  this  hearing. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  Council,  when  we  made  plans  for 
this  hearing,  we  tried  to  determine  how  much  time  would  be  nec- 
essary. We  asked  ourselves,  "How  much  interest  does  the  public 
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have  in  the  prevention  of  water  pollution  in  Montana?"  To  get 
our  answer,  we  could  only  look  into  the  past.  For  eleven  years 
we  have  been  trying  to  control  and  abate  water  pollution  in  Mon- 
tana. Cooperation  has  been  good.  During  this  time,  we  have 
met  with  municipalities  and  industrry  who  have  spent  more  than 
$40  Million  in  Montana  to  help  clean  up  their  installations,  to 
help  clean  up  our  streams.  Today,  no  public  sewage  is  discharged 
in  Montana  surface  waters  in  an  untreated  state  and  in  municipal- 
ities. We  have  more  self-sustaining  trout  fisheries  in  the  state 
than  we  had  before  the  Council  was  appointed  in  1955. 

We  are,  at  the  present  time,  asking  more  than  50  mun- 
icipalities and  industries  in  the  State  to  submit  plans  for  up- 
grading the  treatment  of  their  wastes. 

Yet,  during  these  eleven  years,  we  often  wondered  how  much 
the  public  really  cared^No  3-inch  headlines  were  emblazoned 
across  Montana  newspapers  recounting  the  progress  that  had  been 
made.  No  organizations  passed  resolutions  commending  the  efforts 
being  expended.  I wonder  how  many  sportsmen's  groups  and  recre- 
ation groups  extended  their  thanks  to  the  industries  for  spend- 
ing more  than  $30  Million  to  help  clean  up  the  streams  for  them? 

We  asked  ourselves,  "Does  the  public  really  care?"  We  had  noticed 
during  sessions  of  the  Legislature,  that  few  citizens  and  repre- 
sentatives of  groups  interested  in  water  quality,  appeared  in  this 
little  room  over  here  out  of  the  Chambers,  before  the  Appropri- 
ations Committee,  asking  for  sufficient  funds  for  the  Water 
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Pollution  Council  to  do  its  work,  --  to  help  keep  the  water 
cl ean  for  you . 

But  we  have,  on  my  part  at  least,  an  apology  to  make 
for  underestimating  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Montana  in  our 
water.  During  the  past  two  weeks,  it  has  been  amply  demonstra- 
ted that  the  people  do  care. 

But  you  do  have  an  interest  in  keeping  water  pure;  you 
are  deeply  concerned  about  it,  and  we  are  happy  that  so  many  of 
you  are  here  today,  because  we  desperately  need  your  help. 

The  Water  Pollution  Council  can  do  only  a part  of  the 
job  of  keeping  Montana  waters  clean.  We  can  deal  with  trying 
to  control  the  disposal  of  wastes  into  the  streams,  but  there 
are  other  causes  of  pollution  and  contamination  which  are  be- 
yond the  scope  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council,  and  which  require 
the  cooperative  effort  on  the  part  of  citizens  in  the  State. 

Even  with  our  legal  responsibilities,  we  are  handi- 
capped by  lack  of  finances.  We  ask  you,  "How  can  four 
staff  members,  available  to  the  Water  Pollution  Council,  --some 
of  them  only  on  a part-time  basis,  survey  and  study  and  analyze 
all  of  the  thousands  of  streams  in  Montana,  and  all  of  the  tens 
of  thousands  of  acres  of  lake  surfaces?"  It  just  can't  be  done 
with  the  finances  which  have  been  provided  by  the  people  of  Mon- 
tana through  the  Legislature. 

Now,  yesterday  afternoon.  The  Water  Pollution  Council, 
the  members  that  you  see  here  before  you,  held  a meeting,  here 
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in  Helena,  at  which  we  reviewed  the  stack  of  letters  and  the 

protests  and  newspaper  stories  that  had  been  received.  You're 

all  familiar  with  the  situation.  And  we  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  people  of  Montana  are  ready  to  do  their 

share  in  this  total  job.  So  we  are  ready,  at  this  time,  to  co- 

operate as  far  as  we  can--  and  we  now  propose,  in  view  of  your 
interest  and  concern,  and  in  anticipation  of  your  cooperation,-- 
We  propose  to  cooperate  by  doing  all  that  we  can  to  keep  West- 
ern Montana  waters,  now  classified  A and  A,B,C,D  in  the  new  A-D^ 
category.  This  includes  Georgetown  Lake  and  Flathead  Lake  and 
its  tributaries,  streams  and  lakes.  Now,  if  this  is  done, 
following  the  Hearing,  we  should  recognize  the  job  involved. 

The  Council  can  deal,  as  I say,  with  the  discharge 
of  your  local  industry  and  the  waste  of  municipalities  until  July, 
and  after  July  1,  we  can  deal  with  run-offs  from  feed  lots 
and  irrigation  systems,  but  who  is  going  to  control  the  siltation 
resolving  from  the  logging  operations,  such  as  that  now  taking 
place  around  the  shore  of  the  Swan  Lake,  and  which  is  going  to 
result  in  terrific  siltation  formulation  next  spring,  when 
the  spring  run-off  comes? 

Who  is  going  to  deal  with  the  problems  of  bathing 
beaches,  such  as  those  on  Flathead  Lake,  where  already  the  con- 
form count  has  exceeded  the  requirements  for  A water? 

Who  is  going  to  patrol  and  who  is  going  to  control  or 
restrict  motor  boating  and  water-skiing,  in  some  of  these 
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recreation  areas,  where  already  the  recreation  has  raised  the 
coliform  count  beyond  the  level  allowed  in  your  Class  A waters? 

Who  is  going  to  bring  pressure  on  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  secure  the  ref ores tati on  for  the  tens  of  thousands  of 
denuded  areas,  denuded  acreage  in  basins  tributary  to  the  North 
Fork  of  the  Flathead?  Who  is  going  to  work  for  a zoning  law 
that  will  protect  streams  and  lakes  from  recreational  overuse 
and  abuse?  Because  recreation,  as  well  as  industry,  can  cause 
pollution. 

Are  you  willing  to  forego  certain  industrial  develop- 
ments in  Montana  which  would  contribute  to  jobs,  and  contribute 
to  the  total  economy  of  the  State,  in  order  to  maintain  streams 
at  an  A - B ^ classification  level?  The  job  is  not  simple;  it 
requires  time  and  effort  and  dedication  and  the  cooperation  of 
the  citizens  of  the  State. 

We  are  now  proposing  to  try  to  do  our  share  in  an- 
ticipation that  you  will  do  your  share.  We  can  make  no  promises, 
because,  as  I have  already  said,  any  decisions  made  by  the  Water 
Pollution  Council  on  the  basis  of  this  Hearing,  must  still  be 
reviewed  by  the  Federal  Government  to  secure  their  approval. 

I did  not  plan  to  take  this  much  time  in  the  introduc- 
tory message  here,  at  this  Hearing,  but  we  felt  it  was  necessary 
and  desirable  to  try  to  clear  the  air  of  some  of  the  misconcep- 
tions that  have  arisen  around  the  State  in  the  past  few  weeks 
so  that  we  would  all  be  talking  about  the  same  thing. 
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As  I say,  we  do  need  your  help.  We  need  information 
that  is  basic  and  accurate  that  you  can  present  for  us.  All  of 
the  testimony  will  be  incorporated  in  the  records  of  the  Hearing 
and  will  be  carefully  considered  by  the  Council  before  final 
adoption  of  standards  and  criteria. 

At  this  time,  I would  like  to  call  on  Clay  Brinck,  our 
Secretary,  to  comment  on  a few,  perhaps,  errors  that  appeared 
in  the  information  bulletin. 

CORRECTIONS  IN  INFORMATION  BULLETIN 
Claiborne  W.  Brinck 

MR.  BRINCK:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Weydemeyer.  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

I do  not  know  how  many  have  an  Information  Bulletin, 
whether  it  be  green,  such  as  this,  or  white  --  we  have  both 
copies  depending  upon  who  printed  the  bulletin,  but  in  the 
Frontispiece  our  Vice-Chairman,  Mr.  Claude  Eyer,  is  deceased. 

He  passed  away  just  a week  ago.  There  are  a few  copies  up  here, 
of  the  Information  Bulletin.  We  sent  out  many  more  copies  than 
we  had  anticipated.  We  thought  we  would  have  enough  for  every- 
body here  today,  but  this  is  not  the  case. 

On  page  5,  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  it  is  entitled 
"PROPOSED  STANDARDS",  this  should  be  "PRESENT  AND  PROPOSED  STAN- 
DARDS" . 

On  page  22,  the  table  that  is  labelled,  "A  PROPOSED  RE- 
CLASSIFICATION OF  PRESENT  AND  FUTURE  MOST  BENEFICIAL  WATER  USES 
BY  THE  MONTANA  WATER  POLLUTION  CONTROL  COUNCIL",  should  be 
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labelled,  "TABLE  3.".  At  the  bottom  of  that  page  under  Footnote 
2 2 

: " A-Dj"  should  have  an  equals  sign  instead  of  the  dash  between 
that  and  the  "A,C,D^,E  & F uses";  in  other  words, "2A-D|  = A,C, 

D1#  E & F uses;  B-D1  = B,C,D1#  E & F uses;  B-D0  = B,C,D2,  E S F 
uses;  C-  = C,  D 2 , E & F uses;  and  E = E & F uses/'  This 
pertains  to  the  entire  Table, 

On  page  23,  on  the  second  line,  there  is  an  error  in 

Warm  Springs  Creek,  in  the  last  column,  instead  of  being  "C-D^" 

it  should  have  read:  "C-D  ", 

1 

On  page  33,  on  the  last  line,  "Big  Spring  Creek  and 
tributaries,  this  is  referring  to  lewistown  and  that  area.  The 
next  column,  under  "LOCATION",  should  read:  "From  its  sources  to 
its  confluence  with  the  sewage  treatment  plant  out-flow";  and 
delete:  "East  Fork  of  Big  Spring  Creek  including  the  East  Fork." 
Correspondingly,  on  page  34,  the  first  line,  Big  Spring  Creek 
(mainstem),  on  its  "LOCATION"  should  read:  "From  the  confluence 
with  the  Lewistown  sewage  treatment  plant:"  that  should  be  added, 
and  delete:  "East  Fork  of  Big  Spring  Creek."  These  are  the  only 
errors  that  have  been  called  to  our  attention  up  to  this  time. 

I might  say,  when  you're  preparing  a book  like  this, 
we  have  tried  to  read  it,  and  re-read  it,  but  these  do  slip  in. 

Now,  this  morning,  as  part  of  the  statements,  as  they 
will  be  received,  we  have  in  the  front  of  the  room  a Court  Re- 
porter to  take  all  verbal  testimony.  We  would  like  to  have  each 
person  desiring  to  speak,  as  they  are  called  upon,  to  come  up 
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forward  to  Desk  No.  5,  where  there  is  a microphone.  That  micro- 
phone  will  be  made  alive,  and  you  will  give  your  statement  at 
that  point  into  the  microphone.  Also,  your  written  statement 
should  be  handed  to  the  Court  Reporter  at  this  desk  in  the  front 
of  the  room. 

This  way,  we  will  be  certain  to  have  all  material  in  the 
record.  We  do  not  want  to  have  anything  missed.  All  statments 
that  are  written  will  go  into  the  record.  All  statements  that 
have  been  submitted  will  become  part  of  the  record,  and  bound 
into  the  total  Hearing  statements  that  are  made  here  today. 

Be  sure  that  your  statements  are  identified.  It  cer- 
tainly won’t  help  to  have  anything  happen  to  the  statements 
that  they  might  not  show  where  they  might  originate  from. 

Secondly,  when  you  appear,  please  be  certain  to  give 
to  the  Court  Reporter  your  name,  plainly,  so  that  there  will 
be  no  mistake.  We  do  not  intend  to  misspell  names,  but  you'd 
be  surprised  at  how  easy  this  can  happen.  So  please  be  certain 
that  your  statement,  yourself,  and  your  paper  is  properly  iden- 
tified. Now,  I’ll  turn  it  back  to  our  Hearing  Officer. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you  Clay.  Just  one  additional  word  be- 

fore we  go  on  to  testimony. 

A question  has  arisen  as  to  why  only  one  Hearing  is 
being  held,  while  in  some  states,  there  are  several  Hearings  in 
several  parts  of  the  State  are  being  held  for  the  purpose  of 
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classifying  streams  and  adopting  criteria.  That  is  because  Mon- 
tana is  way,  way  ahead  of  our  neighboring  states.  We  have  al- 
ready held  five  Hearings  in  different  parts  of  the  State;  sub- 
mitted our  criteria  for  approval,  submitted  stream  classifica- 
tions, and  we  are  now  only  being  up-graded,  at  the  present  time, 
and  there  really  are  not  many  changes  since  those  original  Hear- 
ings were  held. 

The  second  consideration  is  that  of  finance.  We  did, 
through  the  efforts  of  one  of  our  good  friends  in  the  Legislature, 
secure  a little  supplemental  appropriation  to  be  used  before 
July  1,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  the  Hearings, and  the  amount 
was  not  sufficient  for  holding  Hearings  in  the  various  parts  of 
the  State.  We  did  not,  perhaps,  anticipate  as  much  interest  as 
is  being  shown.  It  places  us  just  a little  on  the  spot  in 
laying  down  the  ground  rules  for  today,  because  we  hesitate  to 
limit  anyone,  in  the  matter  of  time;  but  we  feel  that  it  may 
be  necessary  to  limit  the  oral  presentation,  --  and  of  course 
all  the  rest  of  the  testimony  turned  in,  will  be  as  carefully 
considered  as  oral  testimony. 

I think  to  begin  with,  this  morning,  we  will  ask  that 
you  try  to  keep  your  oral  testimony  within  the  limit  of  ten 
minutes,  and  hope  that  we  will  not  have  to  lower  that  to  the 
disadvantage  of  those  who  will  appear  later  in  the  day. 

If  there  are  groups  with  major  memberships,  or  indus- 
tries, that  would  like  to  appoint  one  spokesman  to  speak  for 
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the  group,  we  can  allow  a little  longer  time  for  that  spokesman 
to  present  information  for  a group. 

Now,  there  have  been  a number  of  requests  for  early 
appearance,  which  we  will  try  to  honor  because  of  the  fact  that 
other  duties  will  keep  these  people  involved.  One  of  these,  we 
understand,  is  the  spokesman  for  the  Department  of  Fish,  Game 
and  Parks,  because  of  a meeting  of  the  Commission  now  being  held, 
and  who  we  will  call  at  this  time,  and  allow  Lyle  Tauk  to  speak 
for  the  Montana  Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Commission. 

MR.  LYLE  TAUK 

MONTANA  FISH,  GAME,  AND  PARKS  COMMISSION 

Mr.  Chairman,  Member  of  the  Board.  Lyle  Tauk,  Chair- 
mand  of  the  Montana  Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Commission. 

(Whereupon  Mr . Tauk  read  his  state- 
ment exactly  as  presented  in  written 
form  and  is  attached  hereto  as  page 

16- A) 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  I might  say,  it  will  be  our  request  that  no 

questions  be  directed  from  the  floor  to  those  testifying  direct- 
ly to  the  Council  members,  until  the  close  of  the  Hearing,  if 
time  is  available,  that  can  be  done;  but  we  will  permit  members 
of  the  Council  to  question  those  giving  testimony  to  clarify 
any  parts  that  may  be  in  doubt.  Walter  Staves. 

MR.  WALTER  STAVES 
vi ce-Chai rman 

MONTANA  FISH,  GAME,  AND  PARKS  COMMISSION 
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Thank  you  Mr.  Chairman. 

I'm  Walter  Staves,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Montana 
Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Commission,  a resident-owner  of  land  on 
the  shore  of  Flathead  Lake,  and  representing  the  Missoula 
Lion's  Club.  We  feel  very  strongly  against  any  lowering  of  the 
standards  of  the  water  pollution  in  Western  Montana,  and  I pre- 
sent the  signatures  of  75  Missoula  businessmen,  Members  of  the 
Downtown  Missoula  Lion's  Club,  against  any  downgrading  of  such 
waters.  (Mr.  Staves  -presented  petitions  entered  herein  on  page 
1 7- A)  . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Tom  Dolan.  After  Mr.  Dolan,  I'll  call  on  Mr. 

C.  R.  Fischer,  so  that  he  may  be  prepared  and  ready  to  take 
the  stand. 


MR.  TOM  DOLAN 
President, 

Billings  Chamber  of  Commerce 
I am  Tom  Dolan,  President  of  the  Billings  Chamber  of 

Commerce . 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollution 

Control  Council : 

We  welcome  the  opportunity  you  have  provided  the  Bil- 
lings Chamber  of  Commerce  to  present  our  statement  regarding  the 
proposed  revision  of  Water  Quality  Standards  for  the  State  of 
Montana.  This  statement  is  the  combined  efforts  of  the  Water 
Resources  Committee,  Sports  and  Recreation  Committee,  the 
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Agricultural  Committee,  and  the  Stream  Development  Committee 
of  our  Chamber.  (Whereupon  Mr.  Dolan  read  from  his  prepared 
statement  as  appears  on  page  18-A  immediately  following  this 
page . ) 


C.  R.  FISCHER 
Representati ve , 

Anaconda  Granite  Co. 

Mr.  Weydemeyer,  Members  of  the  Water  Pollution 

Council : 

I am  C.  R.  Fischer,  State  Representative  for  District 
22-B,  Deer  Lodge  and  Granite  Counties.  I wish  to  take  this  op- 
portunity to  thank  the  Council  for  their  action  last  evening 
in  changing  the  water  criteria  for  Georgetown  Lake,  and  for  my 
colleagues  on  Flathead  Lake  and  the  other  lakes  in  the  State  of 
Montana . 

Whether  it  be  good  or  bad,  I think  that  this  is  some- 
thing that  we're  going  to  have  to  prove  to  ourselves.  We  are 
pleased  with  the  A-  D^  classification.  We,  the  people  of  Deer 
Lodge  and  Granite  Counties  have  taken  many  painstaking  steps 
to  keep  the  water  in  Georgetown  Lake  as  pure  as  possible. 

The  Anaconda  Sportsmen's  Club  was  instrumental  a few  years  ago 
in  having  the  ice  fishing  regulations  changed  on  Georgetown, 
with  the  hope  of  cutting  down  some  of  the  pollution  that  oc- 
curs on  the  ice. 

The  Georgetown  Lake  Homeowners  Association,  at  a recent 
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meeting,  agreed  to  get  the  pills  from  the  State  Board  of  Health 
and  induce  them  into  the  septic  tanks,  so  that  should  any  dye 
show  up  in  the  lake,  they  will  take  care  of  the  problem  them- 
sel ves  . 

Then,  of  course,  in  1965,  regarding  boating,  the 
Legislative  Session  of  that  year,  the  Legislature  passed  a 
Bill  which  requires  all  lavatory  facilities  on  boats  be 
plugged,  and  the  Fish  and  Game  has  done  a real  fine  job  in 
policing  this  on  Georgetown  Lake. 

Just  recently,  one  of  the  major  industries  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  which  controls  a portion  of  the  shoreline 
of  Georgetown  Lake,  --possibly  one-third  --  has  turned  the 
administration  of  its  shoreline  over  to  the  Fish  and  Game 
Commission,  to  keep  the  trailer  houses  back  from  the  lake 
shores;  watch  that  there's  no  direct  sewage  lines  going  into 
the  lake. 

So,  as  you  can  see,  we,  of  our  area,  have  done  every- 
thing to  curb  pollution,  and  we  will  continue  to  do  everything 
to  keep  the  waters  of  Deer  Lodge  and  Granite  Counties  as  pure 

as  possible. 

In  my  opening  statement,  I neglected  to  state  that 
I'm  speaking  for  the  Georgetown  Homeowner's  Association,  which 
consists  of  76  members,  the  Anaconda  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
Anaconda  Sportsmen's  Club,  Dr.  John  Cunningham,  the  Health 
Officer  for  Granite  County,  and  Dr.  J.  M.  Lee,  the  Health 
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Officer,  for  Deer  Lodge  County. 

Again,  thank  you  for  the  action  taken  yesterday,  and 
we  are  sure  you  will  do  everything  to  keep  the  waters  of  Montana 
clean.  Thank  you .(Letter  on  page  20-A) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Mr.  MacDonald.  Rep.  Marbut  will  follow  him. 

MR.  BQURKE  Mac  DONALD 
Wild  Horse  Island 

Mr.  Chairman,  I am  Bourke  Mac  Donald,  and  I have  wild 
Horse  Island  on  the  Flathead,  which  consists  of  some  over  2,000 
acres  and  some  8 miles  of  shore  line.  I want  to  thank  you  on 
behalf  of  the  future  residents,  for  your  action  today.  I would 
like  to  put  out  one  point  of  information  that  has  not  been 
talked  about  too  much.  Quite  a bit  has  been  said  in  relation  to 
fishing  and  other  things,  but  I would  like  to  say,  in  relation 
to  what  Mr.  McDermott  referred  to  as,  perhaps,  hurting  the  econ- 
omy of  the  State.  He  was  quoted  in  the  paper  as,  possibly,  set- 
ting standards  that  would  strangle  the  economy  of  the  State. 

I feel  that  if  a person  is  brought  in  from  California, 
or  Utah,  or  Wyoming,  to  build  a home  and  to  reside  in  the  area, 
or  for  vacation  time,  or  for  eight  or  nine  months  of  the  year, 
or,  possibly,  to  retire  in  the  area,  this  adds  to  the  economy 
because  a house  means  something  to  the  forest  industries  of  Mon- 
tana. It  means  something  to  the  carpenter,  the  plumber,  the 
craftsman  that  puts  it  together.  The  family  lives  there,  and 
their  guests,  for  years  ahead,  means  something  to  the  barber 
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shop  and  the  drug  store,  and  it  means  something  to  the  tax  base 

of  the  County. 

I feel  that  this  is  economics,  as  well  as  other  things 
that  are  referred  to,  and  there  is  where  the  potential  of  the 
Flathead--  I would  like  to  state  that  the  National  Association 
of  Homebuilders  estimates  the  margin  for  vacation  homes  will 

be  doubled  in  the  next  ten  years.  The  Editors  of  House  and  Home 
estimate  that  200,000  to  300,000  vacation  homes  a year,  will  be 
built  by  1970.  They  add  that  water,  swimming,  boating,  fishing, 

and  the  like,  is  usually  most  essential. 

As  far  as  the  Outdoor  Resources  Committee  has  stated 
that  Americans  spend  one-fifth  of  their  time  in  recreation;  and 
they  state  that  in  I960,  people  went  swimming  on  672  million 
occasions,  by  1976,  there  will  be  1 billion  182  million.  So 
that's  --  in  swimming,  in  boating,  and  in  fishing,  water  skiing, 

this  will  all  double. 

We  have  an  increase  in  population,  and  it's  growing  in 
the  United  States,  and  20%  of  their  time  is  presently  spent  in 
outdoor  recreation.  In  the  future,  this  Committee  considered 
in  the  far  future,  we  are  faced  with  the  shorter  working  day, 
longer  vacations,  early  retirement,  and  income  doubled.  So,  on 
top  of  this,  we  have  some  80  million  cars  to  be  added  in  the 
next  ten  years;  you  have  a new  highway  program  that  is  going  to 

conti nue  to  grow  and  reduce  travel  time  by  25%, 

You  have  more  people  being  born,  you  have  more  people 
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retiring,  and  I think  that  this  is  a great  recreation,  one  that 
Montana,  --Western  Montana  will  participate  in. 

In  the  shorelines  of  the  United  States,  of  the  major 
shorelines,  only  about  one-third  of  them  are  qualified  even  un- 
der low  grade,  for  recreation;  the  rest  are  all  either  used  by 
industry  or  for  water  for  drinking  purposes. 

I,  once  again,  want  to  thank  you  for  your  action 
yesterday.  (Mr.  Mac  Donald's  written  statement  follows  as  page 
22- A) . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  have  a request  for  early  ap- 

pearance by  Senator  Harry  Mitchell.  Is  the  Senator  present? 

If  not,  we  will  ask  Virginia  Mann,  from  the  State  Board  of 
Health  to  be  ready  to  follow  Rep.  Gary  Marbut,  State  Representa- 
tive of  District  26. 

REP.  GARY  R.  MARBUT 
Montana  House  of  Representatives 
District  26  - Missoula,  Montana 

Thank  you  very  much;  Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil, and  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

For  the  record,  my  name  is  Gary  Marbut.  I'm  the  State 
Representative  from  District  26,  Missoula  County.  I appear  to- 
day in  opposition  to  the  revision  of  water  quality  standards  and 
water  use  classifications,  as  presently  suggested  by  the  Montana 
Water  Pollution  Council.  I believe  the  suggested  revision  runs 
counter  to  the  intent  of  the  Legislature  and  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress, as  both  bodies  have  thoroughly  expressed  themselves  as 
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advocating  consistently  higher  --not  lower--  water  quality  stan- 
dards . 

In  support  of  that.  I'll  call  your  attention  to  the 
"Guidelines  for  Establishing  Water  Quality  Standards  for  I nter- 
state  Water",  published  by  the  U.  S„  Department  of  Interior 
under  the  Water  Quality  Act  of  1965,  on  page  4,  the  statement: 
"Standards  should  not  be  a device  to  insure  the  lowest  common 
denominator  of  water  quality,  but  to  enhance  the  quality  and 
productivity  of  our  water  resources." 

I contend  that  the  suggested  revision  has  the  effect 
of  depreciating  one  of  Montana's  most  important  natural  re- 
sources, It  seems  to  me  that  the  suggested  revision  constitu- 
tes a withdrawal  from  our  individual  State  responsibility; 
and  consequently,  invites  imposition  of  Federal  controls,  juris- 
diction for  which,  has  already  been  established  by  the  Act, 

Publ i c Law  89234 . 

I, therefore,  conclude  that  the  suggested  revisions 
fail  in  the  test  of  being  constructive  and  represent  a dangerous 
step  in  the  wrong  direction;  and  it  is  not  desired  by  the  people 

of  Montana. 

I ask  you  to  consider,  in  support  of  these  conclusions, 

these  four  points: 

1.  The  Federal  Water  Quality  Act  of  1965,  in  line 
with  prior  Federal  water  pollution  policies,  has  extended  the 
opportunity  for  individual  states  to  adopt  their  own  water 
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quality  standards  and  water  uses  cl  as s 1 f i cat i ons . This  op- 
portunity arises,  primarily,  out  of  the  difficulty  of  applying 
national  standards  to  all  waters,  and  the  widely  varying  condi- 
tions from  region  to  region,  and  from  State  to  State,  and  lo- 
cality to  locality. 

Such  National  standards,  if  imposed,  would  have  to 
be  detailed,  cumbersome,  and  inflexible;  or  in  the  other  extreme, 
broadly  general  and  imprecise,  relying  for  effectiveness  on  lo- 
cal interpretations  and  enforcement. 

2.  Although  your  Montana  Water  Pollution  Law  has 
permitted  and  does  require  the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Control 
Council  to  "establish  and  modify  the  classification  of  all 
waters,  and  formulate  water  standards"  from  the  Section  133  of 
the  Montana  Revised  Codes,  the  present  suggested  revision  of 
water  quality  standards  and  water  use  classifications  is  ad- 
mittedly, "based  primarily  on  the  Pacific  Northwest  Pollution 
Council's  revised  ob jecti ves " , that  quote  is  from  the  Information 
Bulletin  of  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Council  of  Montana. 

It  is  now  apparent  that  many  of  the  problems  inherent 
in  establishing  National  standards,  are  also  inherent  in  es- 
tablishing regional  standards  for  the  Pacific  Northwest;  and  to 
a degree,  inherent  in  even  statewide  standards. 

The  current  public  concern  in  Western  Montana,  over 
the  suggested  revisions,  demonstrates  that  the  proposal  is 
faulty  in  opposite  directions.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  too 
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general,  and  it's  too  inflex ibleo 

Their  generality  is  obvious  in  their  three  fundamen- 
tal classifications,  A- , B - D ^ , and  B-D^. Evidently,  much  de- 
tail is  left  to  be  filled  in  by  extensive  regulations,  which 
does  not  readily  lend  itself  to  public  understanding  or  con- 
cept. The  inflexibility  of  the  criteria  is  that  all  of  our 
waters  will  be  placed  in  one  of  these  three  fundamental  class- 
ifications, without  regard  for  the  many  varying  conditions, 
uses,  and  needs  across  the  large  State  of  Montana. 

3.  There  is  an  additional  lack  of  clarity  in  the 
suggested  revision  which  results  from  the  occasional  shifting  of 
emphasis  from  water  quality  criteria  to  water  use  criteria. 
Attention  is  usually  focused  on  water  quality,  yet  it  appears 
that  the  Council's  intent  is  to  restrict  the  A classification 
almost  exclusively  to  water  usage  for  municipal  water  supply 
purposes,  even  though  another  body  of  water  may  be  capable  of 
the  same  A water  criteria,  while  at  the  same  time  affording 
additional  uses. 

This  is  an  additional  inflexibility  of  the  suggested 
revision,  in  that  some  municipal  water  supplies  can  afford  mul- 
tiple use,  and  continue  to  maintain  A quality;  while  many  others, 
apparently,  can  not. 

Apparently  more  classifications  are  needed,  and  var- 
ious sources  of  waterwithina  classification,  need  further 
criteria  relating  to  compatable  multiple  uses,  in  order  to 
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attain  sufficient  flexibility  to  fit  the  variety  of  situations 

which  occur  within  this  State. 

4.  The  Council's  Information  Bulletin  states,  "With 
few  exceptions,  all  of  the  waters  west  of  the  Continental  Divide 
are  class  B-D^,  further  and  very  roughly,  a line  running  from 
Laurel  to  Lewistown,  to  Great  Falls,  and  thence  to  Cut  Bank, 
could  be  used  to  separate  class  B-D^  from  class  B-B9waters,  with 
the  latter  being  east  of  the  Divide." 

It  is  conspicuous  from  the  Table  which  follows  the 
above  quotation,  that  other  "few  exceptions",  a preponderance  of 
the  water  in  the  State  will  be  dangerously  downgraded  the  sug- 
gested revision.  Even  the  "few  exceptions"  do  not  represent 
waters  that  are  being  up-graded;  so  there  are  no  waters  in  the 
State  for  which  higher,  or  more  stringent  standards,  are  being 
proposed . 

At  this  point,  I interrupt  my  prepared  statement  to  say 
that  I regret  having  to  differ  with  the  Honorable  Chairman  on 
this  question  of  up-grading  versus  downgrading,  but  it  is  the 
opinion  of  scientists  and  water  law  experts,  in  Missoula,  that 
have  studied  the  proposal  carefully,  that  the  effect  of  the  sug- 
gested revisions  is,  in  fact  to  downgrade  many  of  the  waters  of 
this  State. 

Something  has  gone  wrong.  Responsibility  and  direc- 
tion has  been  lost  and  sacrificed  to  detail  and  definition. 

Solution  of  this  very  complex  problem  lies  in  the 
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creation  of  a classification  and  standard  system,  specifically 
tailored  for,  and  appropriate  to  Montana's  individual  water 
conditions  and  use,  and  which  will  stand  as  a surety  of  Mon- 
tana's water  aspirations. 

That  is  the  conclusion  of  my  prepared  statement,  but 
in  the  light  of  developments  yesterday,  I would  like  at  this 
time  to  make  two  additional  brief  observations. 

The  first,  the  very  fact  that  the  Council  voted  to 
yield  and  continue  A classifications  on  bodies  now  so  classi- 
fied, certainly  proves  the  very  point  of  my  statement  that  sug- 
gested standards  were,  in  fact,  too  inflexible,  too  rigid. 

Secondly,  1 do  not  know  of  the  accuracy  of  the  quota- 
tion, but  a member  of  the  Council  was  quoted  in  the  press  last 
evening  as  having  said  he  thought  the  Council  should  not  back 

down",  from  its  announced  position. 

It  was  my  understanding  that  the  purpose  of  this 
Hearing  was  considering  suggestions,  and  not  asking  for  approval 
of  a preconceived  program,  and  I hope  that  I am  right  in  that 

assumption . 

In  view  of  the  quotation  referred  to,  I respectfully 
suggest  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Council  to  resolve  this 
problem  in  the  public  interest  and  in  the  public  good;  and  we 
might  consider  one  of  several  consequences  of  failure  to  fully 
reach  this  level  of  public  good,  which  would  be  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior,  the  Honorable  Stuart  Udall,  might  well 
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disapprove  of  the  suggested  revisions,  possibly  at  the  request 
of  many  concerned  Montanans, 

I do  not  really  believe  that  this  will  come  to  pass, 
because  I applaud  the  intentions  of  the  members  of  the  Council 
to  improve  Montana's  water,  and  I am  confident  that,  following 
today's  Hearing,  the  Council  will  take  a new  look  at  standards 
and  classifications  and  will  work  toward  more  acceptable  and 
realistic  goals.  Thank  you  Mr.  Chairman. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  One  point  raised  by  the  testimony  of  the  speaker 
was  the  apparent  conflict  between  Federal  regulations  and  State 
regulation.  We  are  operating  under  the  law  passed  by  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Montana,  and  I call  your  attention  to  the  first 
section  of  that  law, which  is  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  your 
Information  Bulletin,  and  which  states:  "It  is  not  necessary 

that  waste  be  treated  to  a purer  condition  than  the  natural  con- 
dition of  the  receiving  stream."  That  is  the  restriction  under 
which  the  Water  Pollution  Council  operates. 

We  have,  in  the  past,  been  able  to  secure  treatment 
to  a purer  condition  than  the  receiving  stream,  through  the 
voluntary  cooperation  of  industries  and  municipalities,  but  the 
situation  might  be  different  if  we  took  a case  to  court.  And 
this  law  is  the  one  established  by  the  people  of  Montana  and 
it  is  subject,  of  course,  to  revision  any  time  the  majority  of 
the  people  desire  that  that  be  done. 
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MR,  WEYDEMEYER:  We  will  now  have  Virginia  Mann,  from  the  State 

Board  of  Health 

VIRGINIA  H . MANN 
State  Board  of  Health 
Missoula,  Montana 

My  name  is  Virginia  Mann,  and  I'm  a member  of  the 
State  Board  of  Health,  and  I have  served  in  that  capacity  since 
February  of  1961. 

I have  seen  a great  deal  accomplished  through  the 
efforts  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council,  and  through  the  State 
Board  of  Health,  and  particularly,  the  staff  of  the  State  Board 
of  Health. 

I am  pleased  with  the  action  taken  by  the  Council  in 
keeping  the  A standards  for  Flathead  Lake  and  other  waters  of 
Western  Montana  that  have  previously  been  so  classified. 

I think  this  is  very  important,  and  many  reasons  have 
been  given  for  this,  and  I shall  not  attempt  to  repeat  any  of 
them.  I think  the  Council  acted  wisely,  and  I am  going  to  close 
by  saying  that  we  are  understaffed.  We  do  need  more  help. 

We  need  more  sanitarians  to  do  the  work  that  you  people  want 
done,  and  I just  wish  that  there  was  this  much  interest  shown 
when  we  are  holding  hearings,  when  we  are  fighting  some  of  these 
problems,  and  particularly,  when  we  are  asking  for  funds  to 
accomplish  what  you  people  want  done,  and  I hope  that  this  in- 
terest and  the  controversy  will  continue,  and  that  we  will  have 
the  necessary  help  we  need  to  get  this  job  done.  Thank  you 
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very  much. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  have  a request  for  an  early  ap- 
pearance by  Representative  George  Darrow.  Is  he  present?  Is 

Senator  Mitchell  present?  We  have  a request  from  a representa- 
tive from  Montana-Dakota  Utilities.  He  would  like  to  appear. 
Will  you  give  your  name  to  the  Clerk. 

R.  T.  NELSON 
Representing 

Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Member  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollution 
Cont rol  Council : 

My  name  is  Robert  T.  Nelson  and  I appear  here  today 
with  my  associates  Mr.  Warren  Basset  (?)  and  Mr.  Earl  Baccus  (?) 
in  response  to  your  invitation  to  express  our  views  on  the  pro- 
posed revision  of  water  quality  standards  and  water  use  class- 
ifications. I would  like  to  introduce  one  of  my  associates,  Mr. 
Warren  Basset  and  Mr.  Earl  Baccus.  Mr.  Bassett  is  Community 
Relations  Director  with  our  company,  and  Mr.  Earl  Baccus  is 
Plant  Superintendent  of  our  Lewis  and  Clark  Station,  in  Sidney, 
Montana,  and  he  lends  his  support  to  my  comments,  based  on  his 
experience  in  supervising  conditions  at  this  power  plant,  since 
it's  installation  in  1958. 

We  have  joined  with  other  electric  suppliers  to 
engage  the  services  of  an  expert  fish  biologist,  Mr.  Charles  B. 
Wurtz,  who  will  be  introduced  to  you  later,  and  who  will 
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present  information  to  you  at  that  time. 

I am  Plant  Betterment  Supervisor  in  the  Electric  Gen- 
erating Department  of  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company.  In  this 
position,  I function  as  Assistant  Supe ri n tendan t of  the  Depart- 
ment responsible  for  operations  of  our  ten  power  plants  in  the 
states  of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

I am  a graduate  in  Chemical  Engineering  from  the 
Technical,  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  College  at  College 
Station,  Texas.  I've  had  33  years  experience  In  power  plant 
operation,  construction,  and  this  includes  experience  with 
steam-electric  generating  stations  utilizing  rivers,  lakes, 
cooling  towers  and  spray  ponds  as  a means  of  dissipating  the 
heat  rejected  by  the  steam  turbines  in  the  production  of  elec- 
tric power.  Since  solving  the  problem  of  what  to  do  with  heat 
wastes  requires  the  consideration  of  both  recirculation  method, 
or  cooling  towers  and  spray  ponds  and  the  surface  cooling 
methods  of  rivers  and  lakes. 

My  experience  with  the  various  methods  and  the  equip- 
ment and  problems  associated  with  each,  has  been  of  value  to 
me  in  preparing  the  following  statement.  I have  given  a copy  of 
this  statement  to  your  reporter,  and  I'd  like  to  summarize  it 
with  as  brief  an  oral  summary  as  possible. 

Mon  tana- Dakota  Utilities  Company  has  two  power  plants 
on  the  Yellowstone  River,  which  withdraw  water  at  river  intakes, 
pump  this  water  through  surface  condensers,  and  return  it  to 
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the  river  at  a higher  temperature. 

At  Glendive,  we  have  a power  plant  located  on  the 
edge  of  town,  and  based  on  the  limited  information  which  we 
have  available  on  the  Yellowstone  River  there,  we  are  uncertain 
at  this  time  as  to  whether  the  proposed  standards  restrict  our 
operations  of  this  location. 

We  have  a large  power  plant  near  Si dney  ,Mon tana  , 
named  the  Lewis  and  Clark  Station*  This  was  i nstal 1 ed  ,--put  in 
operation  in  1958.  And  Mr.  Chairman,  I was  pleased  to  note 
that  you  wanted  factual  information,  and  we  have  approached 
study  of  these  standards  with  this  in  mind.  We  are  in  a good 
position  to  do  this,  since,  beginning  in  1958,  we  joined  the 
Public  Health  Service  Water  Quality  Network  as  the  first  sign- 
ing station  in  Montana. 

From  these  records,  which  go  back  to  1958,  we  have 
a lot  of  information  which  we  used  in  our  study. This  informa- 
tion is  taken  immediately  upstream  from  our  Lewis  and  Clark 
Station  river  intake.  We  also  have,  immediately  downstream 
from  our  intake,  measurements  which  were  taken  by  the  U.  S. 
Geological  Survey.  These  are  also  considered  in  our  statement. 

We  know  that  with  low  river  flows,  as  high  tempera- 
tures, we  will  have  to  reduce  generator  loads  to  avoid 
violation  of  the  proposed  criteria.  Our  curtailment  of  plant 
output  will  be  detrimental  to  the  coal  mine  which  provides  all 
lignite  consumed  at  this  station,  and  the  railroad,  which 
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transports  the  fuel.  Three-quarters  of  all  the  coal  produced  in 
Montana,  in  the  last  7 or  8 years,  was  consumed  by  this  Lewis 

and  Clark  Station. 

We  have  an  authority  on  this,'  Mr.  S.  L.  Groff,  Mon- 
tana Chief  of  Ground  Water  and  Mineral  Fuels  Division  of  Mon- 
tana Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology,  who  presented  a paper  at  the 
Lignite  Symposium,  entitled,  "Montana's  Place  in  the  Nation's 
Coal  Industry  Picture";  and  he  stated  that  of  the  425,000  tons 
of  coal  used  in  Montana,  3/4  of  this  was  consumed  by  the  Lewis 
and  Clark  Station. 

Now,  I have  stated  that  the  Lewis  and  Clark  Station 
output  would  have  to  be  curtailed.  To  give  you  some  idea  of 
the  effects  of  --not  only  to  us,  but  to  other  areas,  I'd  like 
to  state  that  the  majority  of  the  output  of  this  Lewis  and 
Clark  Station  travels  east,  beyond  the  boarders  of  Montana. 

In  January  of  1967,  we  placed  into  service  a high- 
capacity  2,300  --correction,  230,000  volt  transmission  system 
in  North  Dakota  that  has  permitted  the  sale  of  our  energy  to 
neighboring  South  Dakota  and  Minnesota.  The  Lewis  and  Clark 
Station  has  contributed  energy  in  these  sales,  thereby  bene- 
fitting  the  lignite  production  from  the  mines  in  Montana,  and 
the  transporting  railroads. 

We  already  know  that  we  have  curtailed  operations 
of  the  first  unit  installed  at  the  Lewis  and  Clark  Station;  it 
will  be  required  to  comply  with  the  proposed  standards. 
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With  the  addition  of  the  second  unit,  we  expect  to  be 
6°  Fahrenheit  rise  in  downstream  temperature  under  minimum  flow 
a higher  temperature  with  both  units  in  operation.  When  the  up- 
stream river  temperature  repeats  the  84°  Fahrenheit  temperature 
already  experienced,  and  the  river  temperature  downstream  will 
reach  90°. To  prevent  violation  of  the  proposed  criteria,  the 
equipment  for  auxiliary  cooling  of  circulating  water,  will  re- 
present an  increased  capital  investment  and  added  maintenance 
and  operating  costs  of  a substantial  nature,  for  that  to  be  in- 
stalled. 

It  is  highly  unlikely  that  the  Lewis  and  Clark  Station 
site  could  compete  successfully  in  an  economic  feasibility 
study  with  other  locations  should  the  Sidney  plant  area  be 
forced,  due  to  restrictive  water  standards,  to  make  installation 
of  cooling  towers  or  air  cooled  condensers  for  future  units. 

It  is  probably  that  severe  temperature  restrictions  can  even 
negate  industrial  development  along  the  last  50  miles  of  the 
Yellowstone  River's  journey  through  Montana,  whereas  some  lib- 
eralization, not  injurious  to  uses  now  evident  or  likely  to  be 
exercised  in  the  future,  can  have  the  opposite  effect  to  pro- 
mote expansion  of  industry  and  further  the  development  of 
Montana's  mineral  resources. 

It  is  submitted  that,  with  regard  to  temperature 
criteria,  one  of  the  most  beneficial  uses  of  the  Yellowstone 
River  in  the  area  of  the  Glendive  and  Lewis  and  Clark  Stations 
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is  as  industrial  cooling  water.  This  beneficial  use  has  not 
been  demonstrated  to  our  knowledge,  as  interfering  with  any 
other  use  at  the  present  time,  including  that  of  the  propaga- 
tion and  maintenance  of  non-s al monoi d fish. 

The  economic  impact  of  the  industries  dependent  upon 
the  use  of  this  water  for  cooling  purposes,  is  substantial, 
should  the  proposed  temperature  criteria  be  adopted. 

The  proposed  criteria  will  at  least,  in  Montana- 
Dakota  Utilities'  case,  result  in  either  increased  costs  of 
operation,  or  curtailed  operation  and  could  well  halt  further 
plant  expansion.  This  would  also  curtail  further  expansion  of 
Montana's  coal  and  transportation  industries  in  this  area  to 
serve  the  power  generating  plants. 

A liberalization  of  the  proposed  criteria  in  the 
manner  suggested  will  not  only  allow  a continuation  of  the 
beneficial  use  of  these  waters  for  industrial  cooling  purposes, 
but  will  not  unreasonably  interfere,  if  at  all,  with  the  use 
of  these  waters  as  a non-sal  monoid  fishery. 

We  recommend  that  the  following  changes  be  made  to 
the  proposed  criteria: 

1.  That  a uniform,  reproducible  method  be  adopted 
for  sampling  for  temperature  determination. 

2.  That  the  criteria  be  based  on  average  water 
temperatures  over  a 24-hour  period,  to  take  into  account 
the  effect  of  weather  conditions  upon  the  water  temperature. 


-35- 


3.  That  the  temperature  criteria  for  B-Di?  classifi- 
cation be  modified  to  a 6°  variation  to  a receiving  water  tem- 
perature of  90°  and  one-half  degree  above  90°  at  the  point  of 
mixing. 

I appreciate  the  opportunity  to  have  presented  to  you 
our  suggestions  and  information  schedule.  If  you  want  Mr. 
Baccus  and  me  to  appear,  or  give  additional  information,  we 
would  be  glad  to  do  so. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Any  members  of  the  Council  have  a 

question  at  this  time? 

MEMBER:  Will  there  be  some  technical  data  presented. 

MR.  NELSON:  There  is  some  technical  data  in  the  report,  yes. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  We  will  call  on  Joe  McElwain.  Senator  Alex 

Sample  will  follow  Mr.  McElwain. 

JOSEPH  A.  McELWAIN 
Representing 

The  Montana  Power  Company 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollution 
Co unci  1 : 

My  name  is  Joe  McElwain.  I appear  here  today  with 
my  associates,  Robert  labrie  and  Dan  Berube,  on  behalf  of  the 
Montana  Power  Company  to  express  our  views  on  the  proposed 
water  quality  standards  set  forth  in  the  recently  published 
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bulletin.  Mr.  Gene  Phillips,  Attorney  for  the  Pacific  Power 
and  Light  Company,  of  Kalispell,  is  also  with  us,  and  will 
present  a short  statement  on  their  behalf. 

(At  this  point 3 Mr.  MoElwain  read  his  prepared  state- 
ment substantially  as  written;  although  eliding  3 
on  page  63  over  certain  material  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  written  statement ; and  on  page  4 3 in  the  last 
line  of  the  first  paragraph 3 after  the  word 
"requirements " by  inserting  the  words 3 "Including 
s almonoid  fishing.  " 

• ••••• 

I would  like  to  call  upon  Dr.  Wurtz. 

(Mr.  McElwain'  s written  statement  appears  as  page 
37-A  following  this  page.) 

CHARLES  B.  WURTZ 
La  Salle  College 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

I have  prepared  a statement  in  the  interest  of  the 
Electrical  Utilities  interests,  without  specific  waters  in  mind. 
I was  asked  to  do  this,  on  the  assumption  that  you  are  discus- 
sing an  area  covering  some  320,000  square  miles,  of  the  nation. 

Where  I have  referred  to  particular  bodies  of  water 
within  the  State,  I am  referring  to  them  to  use  them  as 
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as  illustrative  points.  I am  not  discussing  the  specific 
problems  of  any  particular  body  of  water. 

(Where  up  on  $ Dr . Wurtz  read  his  prepare  d statement 
as  written  with  the  following  noted  exceptions:) 

On  Page  3j  under  the  heading  "Class  Dj  and  D 
Waters "9  is  the  following  insert:) 

I would  like  to  interject  a comment  here.  I do  not 
think  waters  are  better  than  waters.  They  are  different. 
The  Difference  rests  in  what  kind  of  fish  live  there.  The 
waters  support  the  salmonoid  fish  fauna,  the  D2  waters  support 
the  warm  waters  fish  fauna.  As  to  whether  or  not  this  is  bet- 
ter, depends  on  whether  you  prefer  to  fish  for  trout  or  fish 
for  bass. 

(Whereupon  Dr.  Wurtz  resumed  reading  his  prepared 
statement  through  page  5 to  line  22 ending  at  the 
words  and  figures:  "as  high  as  14.4°  Fahrenheit  . . . " 

HR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Watch  your  time,  if  you  possibly  can. 

DR.  WURTZ: 

If  I may  summarize,  Mr.  Chairman,  I'll  go  on  into  the 
continuation  of  the  discussion  of  the  temperatures,  the  material 
of  course,  is  available  to  you.  I do  suggest  that  84°F  tem- 
perature limitation  proposed  for  Class  waters,  is,  in  my 
opinion,  unnecessarily  restrictive.  This  is  particular  so 
when  coupled  with  a maximum  rise  of  two  degrees. 
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In  point  of  fact,  a maximum  permissible  temperature 
of  90°  F would  be  a conservative  maximum  temperature  for  warm- 
water  fish.  Temperatures  would  have  to  persist  at  and  above 
90°F  for  extended  periods  (3  to  4 weeks)  before  a warm-water 
fish  fauna  would  withdraw  from  the  area.  It  was  recognition  of 
this  that  led  the  Ohio  River  Valley  Water  Sanitation  Commission 
to  adopt  a 93°F  upper  maximum  temperature;  and  this  upper  lim- 
itating  temperature  was  fixed  so  that  waters  in  the  area  con- 
cerned would  support  a well-rounded,  warm-water  fish  population. 

I'll  go  on  and  discuss  the  fish  population  of  the 
lower  three  sections  of  the  Yellowstone  River  and  point  out 
that  the  lowermost  sections,  1 and  2,  roughly,  as  far  as  the 
Big  Horn  River,  have  no  salmonoid  fish  present. 

In  Section  3,  the  Big  Horn  through  Laurel,  12% 
of  the  fish  in  the  1964  creel  census  were  salmonoids. 

I'll  go  on  to  point  out  that  warm -water  fish  are 
attracted  to  artificially  heated  water,  rather  than  repelled 
by  it.  This  is  further  demonstrated  by  the  fishing  pres- 
sures applied  across  the  nation  in  areas  below  heated  dis- 
charges. Fish  found  in  warm-water  discharge  areas,  are  there 
by  choice.  They  are  not  deliberately  subjecting  themselves  to 
physiological  stress;  in  fact,  they  withdraw  from  waters  too 
warm  for  them. 

Under  Industrial  Waters,  I might  comment  that 
a limit  of  rise  of  less  than  five  degrees  above  ambient 
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temperatures  for  industrial  waters  may,  indeed,  impose  an  eco- 
nomic burden  on  those  industries  that  must  reject  heat.  A five- 
degree  rise  along  with  the  concept  of  a mixing  zone,  as  proposed 
by  the  Council,  appears  desirable.  The  mixing  zone  concept  re- 
fers to  an  area  within  a receiving  body  of  water  where  a 
discharge  is  diluted  by  natural  waters  to  an  innocuous  condition. 

Under  the  Dissolved  Oxygen  Criteria,  I will  admit 
that  I'm  puzzled  by  the  Council's  proposed  adoption  of  the  cri- 
teria, based  on  percentage  saturation.  Chiefly,  this  results 
from  the  difficulty  associated  with  measuring  the  oxygen  satur- 
ation in  water.  As  an  illustrative  example  here,  I chose  the 
Yellowstone  River,  at  Sidney,  using  the  National  Water  Network 
data,  for  the  water  year,  October,  1955  to  September,  1960. 

I have  presented  a table  that  presents  these  weekly 
measurements  for  temperature,  and  -- 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  You  are  a way  overtime.  You  are  overtime; 

you've  gone  overtime  all  ready. 

DR.  WURTZ:  If  I must  quit,  then,  sir,  I would  like  to 

leave  the  Council  with  my  written  statement. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  appreciate  that  very  much. 

(COLLOQUY  IN  REGARD  TO  THE  AVAILABILITY  OF  DR.  WURTZ  FOR  THE 
COUNCIL'S  FURTHER  CONSULTATION  IF  DESIRED.) 

(Dr,  Wurtz 1 prepared  statement  appears  as  page  40-A) 
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C.  EUGENE  PHILLIPS 
Represent!"  ng 

PACIFIC  POWER  & LIGHT  COMPANY 

(Whereupon^  Mr.  Phillips  read  his  prepared  statement 

verbatim3  and  it  appears  as  page  41-A  herein.) 

MR.  PHILLIPS:  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you, If  Senator  Sample  will  bear  with 

us,  would  it  be  possible  for  you  to  delay  your  presentation? 

We  have  a request  from  Senator  Mitchell,  who  must  return  to 
Great  Falls  by  noon,  I understand,  and  he  would  like  to  appear, 
and  he  probably  would  be  the  last  speaker  before  we  have  a short 
break.  Senator  Mitchell. 

We  would  like  to  emphasize  that  all  these  written 
statements  will  be  as  carefully  considered  as  those  in  oral 
testimony.  We  feel  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Council  to 
meet  during  the  recess  and  consider  more  definite  time  limits 
on  presentations  orally  made,  because  we  would  like  to  hear  all 
of  you,  if  possible.  Senator  Mitchell. 

SENATOR  HARRY  MITCHELL 
Great  Falls,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman,  First  of  all,  I would  like  to  apologize 
for  being  late  and  leaving  early,  since  this  Hearing,  to  say 
the  least,  caught  me  off  guard,  but  I appreciate  the  opportunity 
to  appear  before  the  Council.  This  is  a statement  by  myself, 
representing  the  National  Wildlife  Society  of  Great  Falls. 
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have  some.  The  nature  of  our  society,  --the  Great  Falls  Chapter 
and  the  Montana  and  National  Wildlife  Federation,  is  composed 
of  citizen  conservationists  from  all  walks  of  life;  we  are  very 
interested  in  the  water  problem  and  economic  uses  of  our  nat- 
ural resources.  We  are  particularly  concerned  about  the  en- 
vironment of  the  activities  of  man,  as  illustrated  by  the  misuse 
and  pollution  of  our  air  and  water. 

In  general,  we  are  in  accord  with  the  Montana  Water 
Pollution  Control  Council's  proposed  standards  and  classifica- 
tions, as  described  in  the  Information  Bulletin. 

We  do  have,  however,  several  questions  and  suggestions 
on  the  waters  in  the  Central  Montana  area. 

We  are  disturbed  by  the  low  classifications,  and 
of  the  Missouri  River,  at  its  confluence  with  the  Sun  River 

2 

in  Great  Falls.  The  prime  cause  for  the  lower  classification 
is  siltation  present  in  the  Sun  River  at  Muddy  Creek,  at  Vaughn, 
passed  on  further  down  stream.  Muddy  creek  is  a single  sur- 
face drainage  ditch  for  the  Green  Meadow  Irrigation  Project, 
and  this  annually  carries  off  large  amounts  of  top-soil  in  the 
form  of  siltation.  The  Sun  River  is  at  Muddy  Creek,  and 
all  the  way  down  to  Great  Falls,  because  of  this  siltation. 

We  recommend  that  study  on  this  problem  by  the  Water 
Pollution  Council,  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  other  State 
and  Federal  agencies. 
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rected  at  Muddy  Creek,  rather  than  degrading  the  downstream 

water. 


In  connection  with  this,  I might  mention  that  there 
are  several  fine  filtration  dam  sites  on  this  Muddy  Creek,  and 
perhaps,  some  educational  activity  up  on  the  bench  to  hold  the 
top  soil,  would  also  be  beneficial. 

2.  We  are  apprised  that  a classification,  at 
Belt  Creek,  a lowering  of  those  waters.  Since  there  are  many, 
it  supplies  a great  deal  of  outdoor  recreation  for  people  com- 
ing from  the  Great  Falls  area. 

After  the  1964  flood,  restoration  work  started  on 
the  Belt  Creek  channel.  Technical  assistance,  and  cost  sharing 
was  provided  by  the  Federal  Government,  Agricultural  Conser- 
vation program  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  on  this 
project,  in  accordance  with  the  Fish  and  Game  Department 
specifications.  Fish  and  wild  life  habitat  being  the  main 

consideration  for  the  i ncreased  government  participation. 

going  on 

In  view  of  the  amount  of  work  now  /down  on  lower 
Belt  Creek,  we  urge  a classification  be  adopted,  which  would 
allow  the  continuation  of  trout  habitat  in  the  rest  of  this 
stream . 

3.  Big  Spring  Creek,  at  Lewistown,  has  been,  --past 
tense  --  a nationally  publicized  trout  stream.  This  stream  has 

been  grossly  misused  and  abused  in  the  last  decade . 
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the  East  Fork  to  the/tributaries,  is  evidence  of  this  current  mis- 
use. 


Big  Spring  Creek,  --Spring  Creek,  above  Lewistown,  is 
still  inhabited  by  high  quality  trout  fish.  A D2  classifica- 
tion, below  town,  indicates  official  approval,  or  recognition 
of  the  lower  water  quality  of  this  area.  If  the  lower  portion 
of  Big  Spring  Creek  is  not  up  to  Dx  criteria,  then  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  clean  up  this  famous  stream.  It  is  better 
to  correct  the  cause  than  to  degrade  the  stream. 

Water  suitable  for  recreation  and  for  cattle  and  all 
other  beneficial  uses;  polluted  water  is  virtually  useless  for 
most  purposes. 

It  is  obvious  that  we  have  areas  of  conflict;  we  urge 
that  a formal  time  be  imposed,  time  for  compliance,  rather  than 
a degrading  of  standards,  for  the  D classification  for  bodies 
of  water. In  closing,  may  we  remind  the  Council  that  in  accor- 
dance with  State  and  Federal  law,  their  prime  responsibility 
is  pollution  abatement,  and  we  do  concur  on  water  quality,  -- 
rather  than  justification  of  pollutants  and  low  standards. 

And  if  I may  add  at  the  end,  the  people  --  I think 
the  citizens  of  Montana  and  the  United  States,  are  increas- 
ingly concerned  about  this  problem,  and  as  you  gentlemen  know, 
and  they're  willing  to  pay  the  price  to  have  clean  water. 

Thank  you  very  kindly. 
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MR.  WEYDEMEYER : Thank  you.  I would  like  to  make  an  announce- 

ment or  two,  before  we  have  a coffee  break,  or  some 
other  kind  of  a break.  I know  the  Court  Reporter's 
fingers  are  getting  pretty  well  cramped  here,  and  he 
is  going  to  enjoy  a break,  as  well  as  anyone.  But, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to  reconvene  in  15 
minutes,  and  we  want  all  of  you  to  be  back  by  that 
time,  because  coffee  will  be  available  downstairs, 
in  this  building,  downstairs  in  the  Mitchell  build- 
ing, and  also  in  the  Unemployment  Compensation  building. 
In  order  that  those  who  will  be  called  upon  first, 
will  be  back  here,  I will  say  that  this  is  the  order 
in  which  you  will  be  called  following  the  inter- 
mission: 

Senator  Alex  Sample 

T.  P.  McNulty,  Water  Conservation  Board 
Ralph  Miracle,  Secretary,  Montana  Stockgrowers 
Lyman  Trahan,  Chairman  of  the  Flathead  Tribe 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  A.  R.  Fulmer,  Flathead  Lake 
Mrs.  Noreen  Mosley,  City  Council  of  Poison 
Robert  Smith,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
We  are  in  a little  desperate  situation,  because 
of  the  time,  and  we  realize  that  all  of  you  people 

that  have  indicated  a desire  to  speak,  would  desire  to  do  so. 

area 

We  nave  i cCjuci  13  T r urn  QppiOAiIDatc  ijf  uu  peopic,  in  uic  iiij^uuiu/ 
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request  that  these  people,  as  far  as  they  were  willing 
to  do  so,  combine  with  a spokesmen  for  certain  groups 
and  be  willing  to  submit  their  testimony,  which  as  I 
say,  if  submitted  in  the  written  form  will  receive 
just  as  much  attention  as  though  an  oral  statement 
were  made. 

We  are  prepared  to  continue  this  session  into  this 
afternoon  and  this  evening,  as  long  as  necessary. 

We  realize  that  some  of  you  folks  must  get  back,  and 
it  is  going  to  be  almost  impossible  to  sort  out 
those  who  want  to  leave  from  who  could  stay  on  for 
a possible  evening  session. 

We  hope  you  will  bear  with  us  in  this  situation,  we 
want  to  do  the  best  we  can  to  give  an  opportunity 
to  everyone  who  wants  to  give  testimony  or  statements. 
All  Statement  will  be  filed  with  the  Council,  and 
will  be  given  as  much  attention  as  though  they  were 
orally  made. 

At  this  time,  we  will  recess  until  11:00  o'clock. 
(WHEREUPON  THE  HEARING  WAS  IN  RECESS  UNTIL  11:00  o'clock  A.M.) 


(AFTER  A SHORT  RECESS  s THE  HEARING  CONTINUED  AS  FOLLOWS:) 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  The  Hearing  will  please  come  to  order.  For 

the  benefit  of  those  who  came  in  late,  after  the  opening  state- 
ment was  made,  the  girls  in  the  office  copied  the  statement  and 
there're  copies  available  for  everyone,  I believe.  They  are 
up  here  on  the  table  in  the  front  of  the  room,  and  you  have  to 
put  the  pages  together  in  order  to  have  a complete  copy,  and 
please  fill  out  the  registration  cards. 

We  feel  that  it  is  desirable  to  establish  a five- 
minute  limit  for  all  testimony;  those  of  you  who  have  longer 
testimony,  summarize,  if  possible,  and  submit  your  written  testi- 
mony. Anyone  representing  a large  group  will  be  given  an  ad- 
ditional two  minutes,  and  we  recognize  that  it's  not  going  to 
be  possible  for  everyone  who  would  like  to  to  leave  early,  to 
be  recognized.  We  have,  this  morning,  presented  those  who  had 
especially  requested  to  appear  early  on  the  program  because  of 
other  commitments  later  in  the  day,  and  I know  most  of  you 
although  you  may  not  have  other  commitments,  you  still  have  to 
get  home.  We  have  a long  list  of  requests  on  file  now,  for 
those  who  wish  to  go  earlier,  and  we'll  honor  those  as  much  as 
we  can. 

We  will  call  now,  Senator  Alex  Sample. 
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ALEX  K . SAMPLE,  Jr. 
Montana  State  Senate 
Flathead  County 


Thank  you  Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

My  name  is  Alex  Sample,  and  I'm  the  Sentor  from  Flat- 
head County.  I'm  appearing  here  in  that  capacity,  as  well  as 
in  fact,  I have  been  asked  to  represent  several  groups  from  our 
area . 

I refer  to  the  Aluminum  Workers'  Trades  Council,  of 
Columbia  Falls;  the  Bigfork  Lions  Club,  the  Whitefish  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  and  the  Pilot's  Association,  the  Whitefish  JayCee's, 
the  Flathead  County  Health  Officer,  and  the  Whitefish  Boat  and 
Regatta  Association;  and  Mayor  DeBree,  of  the  City  of  Whitefish 
also  asked  me  to  appear  here. 

I have  a prepared  statement,  and  I have  several  let- 
ters from  these  Groups  and  individuals  in  Flathead  County  which 
time  will  not  permit  them  all  to  be  read.  I would  like  to  sub- 
mit them,  however,  for  the  record,  and  I also  would  like  to  say 
that  we  commend  you  for  the  action  of  the  Council;  we're  whole- 
heartedly behind  you.  We  will  support  you. 

Mr.  Weydemeyer,  you  mentioned  earlier  in  your  remarks, 
the  spirit  of  cooperation  would  be  necessary  in  maintaining 
standards,  and  I think  I can  speak  for  the  people  of  Flathead 
County,  in  saying,  "Thank  you"for  revising  your  standards,  and 
maintaining  the  high  quality  controls  that  we  now  have,  and  I 
think  I can  also  speak  for  the  people  in  Flathead  County  in 
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saying  that  we  pledge  our  full  cooperation.  Thank  you  very 

much.  (Senator  Sample's  written  statement  and  letters  appear 
Following  this  page,) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Senator.  T.  P.  McNulty,  Agricultural 

Coordinator  of  the  State  Water  Conservation  Board,  will  be 
next;  and  Ralph  Miracle,  on  deck. 

t.  p.  McNulty 
Agricultural  Coordinator 
Montana  Water  Conservation  Board 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Commission, 

In  view  of  the  shortage  of  time,  I will  consolidate 
my  comments  here,  on  behalf  of  the  Water  Conservation  Board. 

For  the  record,  my  name  is  T.  P.  McNulty,  and  I am 
here  representing  the  Montana  Water  Conservation  Board. 

My  remarks  will  be  directed,  mainly,  at  this  time, 
to  the  proposals  that  the  Water  Conservation  Board  is  sug- 
gesting, in  regard  to  these  standards. 

The  proposed  standards  for  waters,  which  would  be 
nearly  all  the  waters  in  Western  Montana,  are  actually  higher 
in  most  respects,  than  our  present  standards  for  A waters,  which 
we  now  reserve  for  only  a few  select  waters  in  Montana;  the 
majority  of  which  are  closed  to  the  public,  because  they  are 
sources  of  municipal  water  supplies. 

Some  of  the  proposed  standards  which  we  believe  are 
too  high,  are  as  follows: 
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(At  thin  point 3 Mr.  McNulty  read  from  his  prepared 
statement3  beginning  on  page  2 3 line  93  with  the  words 
and  figures 3 "1.  Sediment  or  settleable  solids  . . . " 

and  reading  through  page  33  bine  223  ending  with  the 
word3  " accordingly ."  Continuing  again  at  line  25 
of  the  same  page  33  Mr.  McNulty  read  through  line  5 
of  page  43  ending  with  the  words 3 "receiving  waters 3 
. . . ";  and  beginning  again  on  line  9 of  page  43 

beginning  with  the  words3  "In  conclusion" 3 continued 
to  read  to  the  end  of  the  statement.) 

Mr.  McNulty’s  written  statement  follows  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Now,  Mr.  Ralph  Miracle  from  the 

Montana  Stockgrowers  Association,  and  following  him,  will 
be  Lyman  Graham, 


RALPH  MIRACLE 
Secretary , 

Montana  Stockgrowers  Association 
Helena,  Montana 

(Mr . Miracle  read  his  prepared  statement  verbatim 

and  it  follows  this  page  as  page  50-B) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  If  I mi s -pronounce  some  of  these 

words,  I ask  your  indulgence.  I'm  doing  my  best  with  some  of 
these  names.  Following  Mr.  Graham,  will  be  Mr.  and  Mrs.,  or 
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of  them,  - - He  1 mer . 


JOHN  LAZEAU 
Representing, 

Consolidated  Salish  and  Kootenai  Tribes  of 
the  Flathead  Indian  Reservation 

Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Graham  was  here,  but  he  was  called 
away,  and  he  asked  me  to  take  his  place.  I am  John  Lazeau,  and 
I am  a registered  Sanitarian  of  the  State  of  Montana,  and  I am 
appearing  here  today  to  represent  the  tribe. 

To  begin  with,  I wish  to  thank  the  Council  for  their 
changing  their  classification  of  Flathead  Lake  to  the  A classi- 
fication, and  I'll  skip  about  half  of  my  talk  because  it  all 

was  basically  concerned  with  Flathead  Lake,  the  classification 
below  Kerr  Dam 

of  the  area/to  the  North  Fork  River  is  a great  concern  to  the 
Tribe  because  of  future  recreational  values. 

The  tribe,  at  the  present  time,  has  requests  in  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  build  two  low  dams  on  the  river. 
The  recreational  value  of  the  reservoirs  formed  by  the  dams 
to  the  tribes  and  the  surrounding  communities  is  tremendous. 

That  is,  if  we  can  keep  the  waters  of  these  lakes  at  a high 
recreational  standards  they  have  today. 

We,  the  people  of  the  Reservation,  have  never  fully 
agreed  to  the  State  Board  of  Health's  classification  of  this 
section  of  the  river,  but  we  have  gone  along  with  it,  due  to 
public  relations  and  the  idea  that  the  indian  did  not  too 
much  care  whether  the  waters  in  the  Reservation  were  clean  or 
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not.  We  went  along  with  the  State  Board  of  Health  and  the 
counties  in  all  their  efforts  to  keep  this  water  clean. 

It  has  become  quite  evident  that  as  far  as  future  use 
of  Tribal  water,  there  has  been  very  little  or  no  effort  to 
contact  the  Tribe  and  find  out  what  future  uses  are  indicated, 
and  to  develop  criteria  in  accordance  with  these  uses. 

In  summarizing  this  statement,  it  is  the  Tribe's 
contention  that  the  present  changes  are  not  in  accordance  with 
the  proposed  purpose  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Council  or  with  the  State's  water  pollution  control  laws;  and 
that  these  changes  as  they  are  suggested,  downgrade  out  waters 
rather  than  raise  the  quality. 

(Mr.  Lazeau's  written  statement  appears  immediately 
following  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Next,  we  call  upon  Mr.  or  Mrs. 

Lloyd  Helmer,  and  following  that,  Mrs.  Norene  Mosley. 

MR.  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Helmer  and  his  wife  were  un- 

able to  remain,  and  they  asked  that  I hand  in,  for  the  record, 
their  statement  in  writing,  and  I'll  do  that  now.  My  name  is 
J.  A.  Turnage,  Lake  County  Senator. 

A.  L.  HELMER 
Representi ng 
Flathead  Lake 

(Statement  entered  in  record  without  being  read.) 
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MR.  WEYDE MEYER:  Thank  you.  We  will  call  on  Mrs.  Norene  Mosley, 

and  following  that  Robert  F.  Smith. 

MRS.  NORENE  MOSLEY 
Poison  City  Councilwoman 
Poison,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

I am  Mrs.  Norene  Mosley,  a Member  of  the  Poison  City 
Council,  and  I wish  to  read  a resolution  from  the  Council: 

( Whereupon 3 Mrs . Mosley  read  the  Resolution  as 

appears  following  this  page.) 

To  summarize,  we  feel  that  the  entire  future  of  the 
City  of  Poison  may  depend  on  your  decision,  in  this  matter. 

I thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Robert  F.  Smith,  Ravalli  County  Fish 

and  Wildlife  group,  and  following  him  will  be  Don  Aldrich. 

ROBERT  F.  SMITH 
Represent! ng 

Ravalli  County  Fish  and  Wildlife  Association 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee: 

I am  Dr.  Robert  Smith,  and  I work  at  the  U.  S.  Public 
Health  Service,  in  Hamilton,  but  I would  like  to  make  it  clear 
that  I am  not  speaking  for  the  Public  Health  Service,  this  morn- 
ing; not  giving  expert  testimony.  I am  here  as  a private  citi- 
zen representing  Ravalli  County  Fish  and  Wildlife  Association 
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The  club  got  a copy  of  the  Information  Bulletin  for 
this  Hearing  only  a couple  of  weeks  ago,  and  has  not  had  time 
to  call  a public  meeting  for  discussion  of  it,  therefore,  the 
Board  of  Directors  sent  me  over  here  with  a general  authori- 
zation to  support  high  standards  of  water  quality. 

Having  to  do  with  the  standards,  we  have,  really,  more 
questions  than  constructive  criticisms  at  this  time. 

The  fact  that  there  is  only  one  Hearing,  and  it  fol- 
lows so  soon  after  the  appearance  of  the  Information  Bulletin, 
is  unfortunate.  Understanding  of  these  and  classifications  re- 
quires a great  deal  of  technical  knowledge  and  study.  I am 
not  a microbiologist,  and  I do  not  know  by  looking  them  over, 
whether  the  proposals  are  good  or  bad.  Even  a colleague  of  mine, 
who  is  a microbiologist,  felt  the  same  way.  He  had  the  impres- 
sion that  they  looked  quite  reasonable,  in  general,  but  there 
were  a number  of  places  they  seemed  ambiguous  or  doubtful. 

We  would  very  much  like  to  have  more  time  to  study 
and  discuss  them,  in  order  that  the  public  would  be  better  in- 
formed before  we  reach  a conclusion  of  what  the  public  opinion 
i s . 

The  items  that  we  have  questions  about,  in  the  pro- 
posed standards  were: 

1.  Coliform  contamination.  It  states  in  the  Bulletin 
that  the  Council  concluded  that  it  was  not  practical  to  de- 
termine, accurately  the  coli  in  water  samples. 
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But  doesn't  the  State  Health  Department  now  do  this, 
on  all  of  the  water  samples  they  test? 

How  essential  is  it,  that  this  provision  be  put  into 
the  standards? 

On  the  allowable  temperature  increases,  we  would  like 
to  get  more  of  the  differences  of  opinion  from  various  authori- 
ties, in  order  to  make  up  our  minds  as  to  just  what  we  do  favor 
or  disapprove  of  in  this  area. 

The  proposed  standards  are  based  on  the  existing 
or  naturally  present  values,  as  to  standards  for  temperature 
and  settling.  Does  this  mean  naturally  present  values  which 
now  exist  along  the  industrial  plant  or  an  irrigation  run-off 
ditch,  or  eroding  clear  cut  slope? 

The  second  point  I wish  to  make,  refers  to  the  state- 
ment by  Mr.  McDermott,  exploited  in  the  Missoula  paper,  yester- 
day. "If  water  standards  are  set  too  high,  this  would  pose 
an  almost  insurmountable  obstacle  to  irrigators  and  indus- 
trial water  users,  thereby , strangl i ng  any  potential  economic 
development  in  the  state." 

I,  and  many  other  members  of  the  Ravalli  County  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Association,  would  subscribe  to  the  editorial  in 
that  same  issue  of  the  paper,  which  pointed  out  that  the  econom- 
ic development  of  the  state  does  not  depend,  primarily,  on 
industrialization,  nor  the  continuation  or  extension  of  out- 
moded irrigation  practices.  Our  best  prospects  for  economic 
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development,  in  Western  Montana  at  least,  does  depend  on  the 
maintenance  of  the  highest  possible  standards  of  pure  water, 
streams  and  lakes,  forests  and  plains. 

Finally,  I am  troubled  by  one  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Wurtz.  Mainly,  that  it  would  not  be  practical  to  determine 
the  saturation  of  oxygen  in  the  water;  and  that  the  only  prac- 
tical procedure,  is  to  determine  absolute  amount.  The  satura- 
tion value  of  oxygen  in  water  of  any  temperature,  is  a physical 
constant,  which  can  be  found  in  the  tables.  It  would  seem  to 
me,  no  more  difficult  to  determine  the  percentage  of  this  amount 
than  to  determine  the  absolute  amount,  itself. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  will  call  Don  Aldrich,  of  the 
Montana  Wildlife  Federation,  and  Dr.  John  Stewart  can  prepare 

to  be  next. 


DONALD  ALDRICH 
Pres i dent , 

Montana  Wildlife  Federation 

Mr.  Chairman,  Montana  Water  Pollution  Control  Council; 
I have  laid  on  the  table  here  some  28  letters  from  people  who 
were  unable  to  make  the  trip,  today.  I have  also  provided  each 
of  you  with  a statement  that  I am  presenting,  and  the  policy 
of  the  Montana  Wildlife  Federation,  as  to  the  use  of  Montana 
waters . 
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(Whereupon  Mr.  Aldrich  read  his  prepared  statement 
verbatim except  on  page  1 of  the  statement line 
19a  in  the  oral  statement  Mr.  Aldrich  suggested  a 
maximum  temperature  of  67°s  rather  than  the  65°  in 
the  written  statement.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  John  Stewart.  Mrs.  Reed,  did 

you  wish  to  testify?  You  will  follow  Mr.  Stewart. 

Dr.  John  M.  Stewart 
•Representing  the 

Western  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Association 


Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council: 

As  with  other  groups,  our  group  will  also  commend  the 
Water  Pollution  Council  on  the  much  good  work  which  has  been 
done.  However,  in  the  interests  of  saving  time,  I will  skip 
this  portion  of  my  prepared  talk,  and  get  down  to  the  "Whereas's 
and  "However 1 s " . 

The  Western  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Association  was  dis- 
mayed, and  shocked,  to  find  that  several  of  the  new  stream  or 
lake  classifications  and  criteria  proposed  for  Western  Montana 
actually  represent  a definite  lowering  of  standards  and  would  un 
questionably  result  before  long  in  water  of  considerably  poorer 
quality. 

I would  like  to  take  issue  with  the  statement  made 
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in  his  introductory  talk,  and  saying  that  classification  is 
a higher  quality  standard,  than  the  old  "D";  this  just  does  not 
fol low  at  all. 

For  example,  the  main  difference  between  the  old  "D" 
and  the  classification  is,  that  the  old  "D"  supported  all 
types  of  fish,  they  were  not  divided.  In  other  words,  "D"  re- 
presents a salmonoid  fishery,  as  well  as  other  kinds.  Now, 
does  not.  So  there  is  definite  downgrading  of  D^. 

Specifically,  we  protest  the  assignment  of  D2  classi- 
fication to  various  portions  of  the  Clark  Fork  drainage  below 
Garrison.  Sound  reasons  for  this  downgrading  are  not  given  in 
any  of  the  published  material. 

I find  myself  in  the  enviable  position  of  representing 
the  Fish  and  Game  Association,  and  yet,  finding  that  standing 
along  with  me,  in  our  area,  are  the  industries  of  the  region  -- 
specifically,  statements  by  the  Forest  Products  Industry,  of 
Missoula,  which  are  our  biggest  industries  along  the  Clark 
Fork  and  in  the  area;  businessmen,  represented  by  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce;  farmers  and  ranchers,  including  ditch  company  re- 
presentatives; sportsmen,  and  just  plain  citizens.  And  all 
these  people  protest  this  downgrading  of  the  Clark  Fork  water 
quality. 

The  statement  which  has  been  attributed  to  one  of  the 
employees  of  the  State  Department  of  Heal th  , - - 1 s tandards  are 
being  revised  to  fit  the  situation',  is  misleading. 
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The  Clark  Fork  has  been  improved  in  quality  by  many 
changes:  Missoula's  sewage  treatment  plant,  the  Hoerner  Waldorf 

settling  ponds,  the  Anaconda  Company's  continued  water  treatment 
improvement  in  facilities,  closing  of  the  sugar  beet  plant,  -- 
this  waste  ran  into  the  river,  the  establishment  of  the  settling 
ponds  Daley  Meat  Company,  and  the  establishment  of  garbage  dis- 
posal areas  at  Clinton,  which  previously  put  all  their  stuff 
right  in  the  river. 

Now,  these  are  the  facts.  Further  statements  by 
State  officials,  that  we  should  set  the  standards  so  they  are  not 
so  high  that  future  industries  will  not  be  discouraged  from 
coming  in.  This  is  completely  unrealistic.  In  other  words 
we  should  allow  future  priviledge.  This  is  definitely  not  in 
the  spirit  of  the  Federal  Waters  Policies,  or  in  the  interests 
of  Western  Montana  citizens. 

Furthermore,  the  statement  in  the  descriptive  pam- 
phlet, page  20,  issued  by  the  State  Board  of  Hea 1 th Water 
uses  characteristics..  . . necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
resident  salmonoid  fishery  are  entirely  too  stringent  for  the 
lower  sections  of  the  larger  rivers,  which  have,  historically 
not  supported  salmonoid  fish";  does  not  apply  to  these  sections 
of  the  Clark  Fork. 

Historically,  and  presently,  it  is  a fine  salmonoid 
stream,  and  this  would  certainly  be  enthusiastically  supported 
by  the  anglers  of  Western  Montana,  and  the  State  Fish  and  Game 
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Department . 

The  statement,  (also  from  the  pamphlet,  page  19),  that 
waters  are  those  which  were  "salmonoid  water  already  depres- 
sed by  wastes  which  cannot  feasibly  be  corrected  at  the  present, 
or  waters  on  which  degradation  will  be  least  damaging  to  the 
Montana  fishery  as  a whole  . . also  cannot  apply  to  this 

section  of  the  Clark  Forko  The  water  quality  in  this  section 
has  been  greatly  enhanced  by  the  improvements  which  I mentioned 
before . 

The  river  has  always  been  good  trout  water,  and  of 
course,  the  salmonoid,  we  include  the  whitefish,  as  well.  It 
has  actually  been  improving  noticeably  lately;  and  it  could 
well  be  serious  rival  to  the  nationally  famous  Madison  and  Yel- 
lowstone Rivers  in  the  near  future,  in  this  respect. 

It  is  ridiculous  to  classify  any  part  of  this  Clark 
Fork  as  non-s al monoi d fishery  because  the  only  type  of  fishery 
for  which  it  is  ecologically  fitted,  is  that  of  sal  monoids.  It 
must  either  be  a salmonoid  fishery,  or  no  fishery  at  all. 

Furthermore,  cutting  the  Clark  Fork  into  segments, 
some  classified  B-D2  and  others  B-Dj,  Is  impractical  for  manage- 
ment and  control. The  segments  are  not  organized  so  that  size- 
able tributaries  would  add  a large  enough  dilution  factor  to 
raise  the  water  quality  at  a particular  point. 

For  example,  for  those  of  you  who  don't  know,  water 
from  Garrison  down  to  the  Rattlesnake,  is  D^;  some  of  it,  at 
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this  point,  becomes  , prodeeds  down  river  about  25  miles,  and 
a little  stream,  it's  now  Dj.  again.  It  is  D1  down  to  the  con- 
fluence with  the  Flathead,  and  then  becomes  D^,  supposedly, 
there  on  out.  In  other  words,  supposedly,  you  can  catch  bass 
and  carp  in  one  segment,  trout,  in  the  next,  and  then  back  to 
bass  and  carp  again,  et  cetera. 

For  practicality  and  to  follow  the  intent  of  the  fed- 
eral guideline,  the  entire  Clark  Fork  must  be  classified  as 
B-Dp  with  the  exception  of  that  section  above  the  Little  Black- 
foot,  at  Garrison. 

It  would  be,  finally,  noted  that  the  classification 

was  proposed  also  for  the  Clark  Fork,  --from  the  junction  with 

the  Flathead  River  to  the  Idaho  State  line.  It's  rather  hard  to 

imagine  that  Idaho  would  agree  to  this  lowered  quality  standard, 
when  the  river  enters  that  state.  It  has  always  been  a salmon- 
old  fishery  and  it  continues  so,  unless  downgraded.  We  know 
that  Idaho  considers  the  Clark  Fork,  as  it  enters  Idaho,  a 
sal  mono  id  fishery. 

We,  therefore,  protest  this  classification,  and  also 
urge  a rating  for  this  section  of  the  Cl  ark  Fork,  as  well. 

( As  Dr.  Stewart  abstracted  freely  from  his  prepared 

statement it  appears  following  this  page.) 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mrs.  Bess  Reed  will  be  followed  by 

Dr.  George  Wei sel  . 
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MRS,  BESS  REED 
Former  State  Representi ti ve 
Representing 

Woman's  Club  of  Missoula 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollu- 
tion Committee: 

I don't  come  armed  with  any  technical  or  scientific 
data,  but  I do  want  you  to  know  that  the  Woman's  Club  of  Missoula 
are  concerned,  and  did  express  opposition  to  the  possible 
downgrading  of  the  water  pollution  standards  anywhere  in  Montana. 

Women  are  the  traditional  guardians  of  the  environ- 
ment, in  which  families  live.  As  the  social  environment  has 
spread  out  from  the  home,  into  the  community  and  the  nation, 
woman's  concern  has  followed  close  behind.  We,  therefore, 
favor  those  measures  which  insure  full  utilization  of  all  re- 
sources; national,  natural,  economic,  social,  and  cultural. 

Specifically,  we  support  measures  to  achieve  pro- 
grams to  restore  and  maintain  the  purity  of  our  water  resources. 

Because  of  the  current  publicity  regarding  the  pos- 
sible lowering  of  pollution  standards  for  Flathead  Lake,  the 
Woman's  Club  of  Missoula  feels  duty  bound  to  voice  its  opposi- 
tion and  disapproval  of  this  particular  item. 

By  creating  the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Council,  the 
people  of  Montana  recognize  the  need,  and  place  great  emphasis 
upon  the  importance  water  classification  and  pollution  control 
criteria,  as  well  as  upon  the  selection  of  qualified  people 
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to  serve  on  the  Council.  Much  work,  and  support  of  individuals 
and  organizations,  has  gone  into  the  creation  of  the  Council. 
These  individuals  and  organizations  now  expect  the  Council  mem- 
bers to  perform  in  a manner  worthy  of  their  faith  placed  in 
them.  For  the  members  to  perform  otherwise,  would  destroy  the 
usefulness  of  the  Council,  and  set  an  unfavorable  implication 
on  the  integrity  of  the  members. 

The  Woman's  Club  of  Missoula  urges  the  Montana  Water 
Pollution  Council  to  permit  nothing  less  than  continued  improve- 
ment in  the  purity  of  Montana  waters. 

On  Saturday,  at  a meeting  of  the  Missoula  County 
Federation  of  Women's  Clubs,  composed  of  the  Orchard  Homes 
Club,  West  Side  Club,  Park  Addition  Club,  and  the  Missoula  Club, 
of  Missoula,  plus  Clinton  and  Lolo,  also  expressed  concern;  and 
their's  was  that  the  Council  do  not  take  hasty  action. 

If  I may  close  on  a personal  note,  I would  like  to 
add  my  little  thinking.  Tourism  is  the  third  largest  industry 
in  the  State,  and  many  of  our  guests  stay  longer  than  merely 
filling  gas  tanks  and  eating  a meal  or  two. 

Our  streams,  lakes  and  rivers,  with  our  heritage  of 
grandeur,  are  drawing  cards;  but  this  will  cease,  if  we  con- 
tinue to  deface,  degrade,  or  cut  the  standards  of  our  natural 
resources.  And  we  will  turn  away,  those  who  have  been  willing 
to  come  with  us,  and  spend  their  money,  and  enjoy  our  resources, 

Thank  you  very  much. 
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MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  George  Weisal,  followed  by 

Archer  E.  Anderson. 

GEORGE  F.  WEISAL 
Represent! ng 

Water  Pollution  Commission 
Missoula  County,  Montana 

My  name  is  George  Weisal,  and  I'm  representing  a 
group  that  was  set  up  about  five  years  ago  by  the  County  Com- 
missioners, in  Missoula  County.  These  individuals  represent 
people  from  industry,  from  agriculture,  and  from  the  general 
citizenry.  I'd  like  to  read  a short  statement  that  this  com- 
mittee has  come  out  with,  with  the  approval  of  the  County  Com- 
missi oners . 

( Whereupon 3 Mr „ Weisal  read  the  prepared  statement 
which  follows  immediately  after  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Following  Archer  Anderson  will  be 

Michael  M . Nash. 

ARCHER  E.  ANDERSON 
Minister 

First  Presbyterian  Church 
Helena,  Montana 

Represen ti ng 

Glacier  Presbytery 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Montana  Water  Pol  1 u — 
ti on  Control  Counci  1 : 

I am  Archer  Anderson,  Pastor  of  the  First  Presbyterian 
Church,  of  Helena,  Montana.  I have  been  appointed  by  the 
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Glacier  Presbytery,  and  the  United  Presbyterian  Church  to  repre- 
sent the  Presby teri ans , at  this  Hearing* 

For  your  information,  the  Glacier  Presbytery  consists 
of  23  churches,  with  a total  membership  of  6,984  persons  in 
Western  Montana* 

The  Glacier  Presbytery  owns  and  operates  a church 
camp  on  the  West  Shore  of  Flathead  Lake,  five  miles  south  of 
the  community  of  Lakeside*  It  serves  all  of  the  churches  of 
the  Presbyterian  denomination  in  Western  Montana* 

I would  like  to  leave  these  statements  that  are  pre- 
pared, and  at  this  time,  thank  the  Commission  for  the  decision 
that  was  made  last  night,  to  maintain  the  present  standards  re- 
garding the  Flathead  Lake  area*  Thank  you* 


MR*  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you*  Michael  Nash* 


MICHAEL  M*  NASH 

Past  Editor,  Montana  Law  Forum 
University  of  Montana 
Law  School 


Mr*  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Committee,  Ladies  and 
Gen t 1 emen : 

My  name  is  Michael  Nash,  and  I am  a Senior  at  the 
University  of  Montana  School  of  Law,  and  I'm  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  Senior  Class,  as  well  as 
other  interests  signatory,  whose  signatures  are  attached  to 
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statement. 


TO:  The  Montana  Water  Pollution  Control  Council, 

Gentlemen : 

As  members  of  the  Senior  Class  of  the  Montana  School 
of  Law,  future  members  of  the  Montana  Bar,  and  as  Citizens  of 
the  State  of  Montana,  we  would  like  to  make  the  following  com- 
ments concerning  the  Proposed  Water  Quality  Standards  for  Mon- 
tana lakes  and  streams, 

I must  add  that  this  proposal  was  drafted  previous 
to  your  decision  last  night,  which  we  think  very  highly  of. 

We  have,  during  recent  months,  been  involved  in  the 
study  of  water  law  and  contemporary  water  resource  conservation 
problems  that  have  arisen  in  the  face  of  the  increasing  needs 
and  demands  for  high  quality  water  by  the  citizens  and  industry 
of  our  nation. 

We  believe  that,  in  view  of  these  future  needs,  the 
State  of  Montana  must  make  every  possible  effort  to  preserve 
its  present  high  quality  (water)  resources. 

The  statement  then  goes  on  to  indicate  that  this  is 
what  is  required  by  the  Federal  Guidelines,  The  Federal  Guide- 
lines require  that  Montana  keep  its  water  quality  as  it  present- 
ly exists.  Otherwise,  we  are  afraid  that  the  Resolutions  adopted 
by  the  Montana  Council  would  be  rejected,  and  that  Federal 
standards  would  be  adopted,  instead. 

We  believe  that  the  over-riding  demand  that  the  State 
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to  protect  and  upgrade  the  quality  of  their  water  resources  is 
consistent  with  the  future  needs  of  Montana* 

We  do  not  wish  to  give  the  impression  that  we  are 
against  the  development  of  industry  in  the  state;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  welcome  industrial  development*  But  industries, 
desiring  to  develop  Montana  operations,  must  be  on  notice  that 
we  will  not  tolerate  any  degradation  of  the  present  quality 
of  our  natural  resources* 

We  rely  on  this  present  high  quality  for  income  and 

enjoyment,  presently,  and  will  rely  on  our  natural  resources 
even  more  in  the  future* 

We  believe  that  the  Water  Quality  Standards, as  pro- 
posed in  the  Information  Bulletin,  do  not  adequately  --  are  not 
adequate  to  properly  classify  the  present  water  quality  of  Mon- 
tana lakes  and  streams*  To  this  end,  we  ask  in  evidence  in 
this  paper,  that  the  means  of  classification  be  expanded*  We 
do  not  like  to  see  the  waters  of  our  State  committed  to  system, 
in  which  they  must  either  pass  or  fail* 

We  realize  that  the  present  enforcement  provisions  pro- 
posed would  attempt  to  prevent  lowering  of  actual  water  quality 
to  maximum  values  of  pollution  for  each,  individual,  body  of 
water;  but  it  still  seems  unwise  to  adopt  such  broad  standards 
in  view  of  the  enforcement  difficulties  in  such  a large  and  di- 
verse State. 

We  would  prefer  that  the  State  of  Montana,  rather 
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than  the  Federal  Government,  adopt  the  standards  and  regulations 
required  to  prevent  water  pollution.  It  is  clear  that  someone 
must  protect  Montana’s  water  resources.  We  believe  that  if  the 
Water  Quality  Standards  are  adopted,  as  p res en ted , they  will  not 
be  accepted  by  the  Federal  Government,  because  they  are  not  in- 
dicative of  the  present  quality  of  Montana’s  lakes  and  streams. 
Thank  you  for  allowing  us  to  appear  to  express  our 

vi ews  . 

(As  Mr , Nash's  oral  statement  abstracts  rather  freely 
from  the  prepared  statement  3 the  prepared  statement 
is  included 3 following  this  page » j 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  are  about  to  recess  until 

1:30.  There  are  a few  announcements  that  I should  make  first. 

The  first  one  is:  We  are  allowing  additional 

time  for  statements  to  be  filed  with  the  Water  Pol- 
lution Council,  prior  to  our  next  meeting  at  which  time 
we  will  consider  testimony  presented  here,  and  the  other  infor- 
mation available.  It  will  be  necessary  for  any  other  statements 
to  be  in  the  office  in  the  State  Board  of  Health  by  the  25th  of 
May.  We  recognize  that  we  are  working  under  a deadline;  that's 
one  of  the  reasons  we  are  required  to  have  all  our  information 
in  to  the  Federal  Government  by  July  1,  and  that  includes  not 
only  the  criteria,  and  the  classification,  but  it  includes  plans 
for  improvement  of  treatment  facilities  throughout  the  State 
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what  we  are  going  to  do  to  improve  the  quality  of  the  water. 

This  presents  a big  job  for  the  small  staff,  available, 
and  we  are  squeezed  for  time.  It  was  necessary  to  set  this 
Hearing  for  the  date  we  did,  to  allow  time  in  which  to  get  this 
information  together,  and  to  make  decisions,  and  get  our  mater- 
ial to  the  Federal  Government  before  July  1. 

We  have  tried  to  recognize,  this  morning,  those  who 
indicated  that  they  must  appear  before  noon.  We  hope  we  have 
not  overlooked  anyone  who  must  leave  and  who  cannot  appear 
after  1:30.  We  have  tried  to  work  them  in,  and  following  the 
1 uncheon . peri  od , we  will  re-convene,  and  call  on  Senator  Jean 
Turnage,  followed  by  the  representative  of  the  Farm  Bureau. 

Then  C.  R.  Steele,  and  Representative  Nugent.  Those  will  be 
the  first  four,  and  we  hope  that  they  will  be  able  to  be  here 
at  1:30,  when  we  re-convene. 

Any  Member  of  the  Council  have  any  other  announce- 
ments? 

(THERE  BEING  NONE,  THE  HEARING  WAS  IN  RECESS  UNTIL  1:30  THE 
SAME  DAY,  AT  WHICH  TIME  THE  HEARING  CONTINUED  AS  FOLLOWS:) 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION 
1:30  P,  M . 

May  16,  1967 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  The  Hearing  will  be  in  order. I asked  Senator 
Turnage  to  have  Mayor  Fraser  to  have  a moment  or  two.  He  has 
to  leave  for  Billings  almost  immediately.  I'll  ask  if  we  can 
recognize  him  at  this  time.  We  didn't  catch  him  before  lunch. 
MR.  TURNAGE:  Yes. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Willard  Fraser,  the  Mayor  of  Billings. 

WILLARD  E.  FRASER 
Mayor 

Bj  1 1 i ngs  , Montana 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Fraser  read  his  prepared  statement 
verbatim 3 and  the  statement  appears  following  this 
page . ) 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  We  recognize  Senator  Jean  Turnage, 

of  Lake  County*  and  following  the  Senator,  we  have  Stanley 
Burger,  of  the  Farm  Bureau. 

SENATOR  J.  A.  TURNAGE 
District  28 
Lake  County,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council: 

My  name  is  J.  A.  Turnage.  I am,  presently  Senator 
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District  28,  Lake  County,  Montana. 

I appear  here  in  that  capacity,  as  an  elected  offic- 
ial of  Lake  County,  Montana,  in  behalf  of  this  some  14,000 
people,  and  also,  I especially  appear  for  the  Poison  Rotary 
Club,  the  Poison  Benevolent  and  Protective  Order  of  Elks,  and 
I am  also  going  to  ask  that  a letter  that  I had  previously 
written  to  the  Council,  be  made  a part  of  the  record,  which  I 
feel  has  already  been  done. 

For  the  record,  I would  also  like  to  hand  to  the 
Reporter,  letters  from  the  City-County  Planning  Board,  of 
Poison,  Montana;  a letter  from  Mr.  Dan  J.  Selleck,  a Realtor 
of  Poison;  a letter  from  D.  J.  Dundas  , also  a resident  of  our 
County;  C.  R.  Stelling,  President  of  Courtesy  Chevrol et-01 ds - 
mobile;  Leland  R.  Coons,  a merchant  in  Poison;  a letter  from 
the  Ronan  Chamber  of  Commerce;  a letter  signed  by  the  Sisters  of 
the  St.  Joseph  Hospital,  a branch  of  the  Religious  Hospit- 
allers of  St.  Joseph;  one  signed  by  Mr.  Art  Tangen,  of  Poison; 
one  signed  by  Mr.  Robert  A.  Steinberg,  of  Poison;  one  signed 
by  Mr.  Will  Teigen,  of  Poison.  All  of  which,  of  course,  op- 
pose any  change  in  classification  which  would  any  manner  tend 
to  lower  the  present  water  quality  in  the  Flathead  Lake  and 
surrounding  waters. 

I wanted  to  particularly  thank  the  Council  for  its 
in  dication,  at  its  meeting  yesterday,  that  the  Council  would 
consider  not  changing  the  classification  of  Lake  County  water. 
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particularly  Flathead  Lake  and  the  other  lakes.  I think  this 
was  a wise  thing  to  do.  I know  that  there  was  some  doubt  and 
perhaps  misunderstanding,  on  the  part  of  the  Council,  in  making 
the  change,  but  I think  the  Council  should  be  commended  for 
showing  the  courage  and  intellectual  integrity,  in  having  the 
good  sense  to  make  the  change  in  the  face  of  the  overwhelming 
request  from  the  people  that  request  that  no  alteration  of 
water  standards. 

Now,  I would  like  to  --  I hope  to  expedite  this  mat- 
ter somewhat,  and  I don't  intend  to  repeat  the  things  that  I 
have  stated  in  my  letter;  I would  like  to  make  one  or  two  com- 
ments. 

I know  that  the  Council  is  short  of  money.  I don't 
know  what  request,  if  any,  was  made  to  the  Legislature  for 
appropriations  to  allow  the  holding  of  these  hearings.  Un- 
fortunately, this  appropri ati on  should  have  been  made,  if  re- 
quested. I would  say  that  the  people  in  our  area  are  so  in- 
terested in  this  matter,  that  I'm  sure  that  they  would  have 
been  willing  to  take  up  a subscription,  or  even  to  have  paid 
your  way  to  Poison,  Montana;  and  we  would  have  paid  per  diem, 
and  the  expense  of  holding  a hearing. 

Now,  I would  like  to  urge  now,  --  I know  the  time  is 
limited,  but  I think  Council  should,  if  further  time  is  needed, 
should  make  a request  to  the  Federal  authorities  and  get  an  ex- 
tension of  time.  And  I would  like  to  suggest  to  the  Council 
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that  further  additional  hearings  be  held  in  the  areas  most 
directly  affected,  should  the  Council  feel  that  additional  in- 
formation is  necessary. 

Now,  I would  also  like  to  say,  again,  perhaps 
cause  of  the  lack  of  funds,  that  there  is  a general  feeling  that 
there  was  little  opportunity  to  study  this  matter,  on  the  part 
of  the  citizens. 

I know  that  you  had  a thousand,  or  so,  of  the  booklet 
printed,  and  I think  that  they  were  not  distributed  until  rather 
shortly  before  the  Hearing;  perhaps,  some  two  weeks,  when  they 
were  generally  made  available.  And  a matter  of  this  importance, 
we  certainly  feel,  ought  to  be  given  a little  more  time. 

Now,  I would  like  to  say  this,  that  I don't  quite 
follow  the  reason! ng  of  some  of  the  statements  that  were  made, 
to  the  effect  that  the  proposed  classifications  did  not  lessen 
the  water  standards.  I think  a careful  reading  of  your  own 
Bulletin  ought  to  settle  this  matter. 

Quite  obviously,  B water  which  was  proposed  for  our 
area,  authorizes  a much  higher  coliform  content.  But,  perhaps, 
more  significant  than  that,  B grade,  with  relation  to  pheynols. 
Now,  pheynols,  as  I understand,  are  ordinarily  found,  normally, 
in  connection  with  industrial  development,  and  again,  perhaps 
in  small  quantities,  from  natural  sources.  But,  let  me  point 
out,  that  your  B classification  definitely  allows  an  increase 
of  pheynols. 
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I don't  think  this  is  what  this  Council  wants,  really, 
and  I don't  think  it  --I  know  it  isn't  what  the  people  want;  so 
I think  the  statements  that  the  classification  didn't, possibly, 
lower  the  standards,  should  be  re-examined,  because  I really 
think  it  does  offer  this  possibility. 

Now,  1 would  like  to  save  one  or  two  minutes,  and  I 
would  like  to  expedite,  and  I would  like  to  try  and  expedite 
it.  Some  of  our  people,  --we  have  a great  number  of  people 
here,  and  with  the  Council's  permission,  I would  like  to  get 
down  to  what  I know  the  Council  wants,  and  that's  the  cold, 
hard  facts. 

Now,  I would  like  to  call  Mr.  Avery  Wyant,  our  Lake 
County,  City  of  Poison  Sanitarian,  and  I would  ask  that  Avery 
please  keep  it  brief,  but  do  tell  us  what  you  might  have. 

AVERY  K.  WYANT 
Sanitarian 
Poison,  Montana 

First  of  all,  1 have  some  letters  here  that  have 
been  sent  to  me.  They  represent  testimony  in  this  Hearing, 
from  11  organizations  and  204  individuals,  and  representing 
40  people  who  are  using  water  from  an  open  source,  in  my  area. 

I have  them  separated  for  your  convenience,  so  you 
can  see  what  general  area  they  are  in.  Some  are  only  in- 
terested in  Flathead,  some  are  interested  in  other  type  waters. 

Primarily,  I have  been  talking  in  Lake  County,  about 
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coliform  type.  I am  glad  to  see  that  you  have  decided  to 
classify  Flathead  Lake  as  a Class  A water  supply,  insofar  as 
I have  been  running  some  tests  on  Flathead  Lake,  for  coliform 
organisms,  the  results  of  my  tests  show  that  the  --except 
for  a few  minor  deviations,  the  coliform  count  is  below  accept- 
able numbers  for  Class  A water. 

I would  like  to  enter  into  testimony,  my  results,  the 
final  results  of  my  tests  on  Flathead  Lake.  You'll  also  notice 
that  I have  some  comments  on  those  that  are  above  Class  A waters 
regarding  what  is  being  done  about  it.  These  I would  like  to 
enter  into  testimony. 

Also,  I would  like  to  enter  into  testimony,  the  re- 
sults of  the  field  investigations  made  by  the  State  Board  of 
Health,  relating  to  coliform  count.  One  of  the  reasons  why  I'm 
interested  in  coliform  count  is,  that  although  there  are  ten 
designations  across  the  top  of  that,  in  relation  to  drinking 
water,  I have  never,  as  a Member,  or  as  an  employee,  of  the 
City-County  Board  of  Health,  been  informed  of  the  quality  of 
the  water  in  Flathead  Lake,  in  any  other  category,  other  than 
the  coliform  count. 

The  coliform  count,  from  the  State  Board  of  Health, 
indicates  that  all  of  the  water,  --  all  of  the  waters  tested 
by  them,  except  those  within  one  mile  of  the  City  Hall  of  Poison 
conform  to  the  Class  A rating  for  coliform  in  water. 

I would  also  like  to  enter  into  evidence,  here. 


a letter  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  Leonard  Connell,  the  Water  Super- 
intendent of  the  City  of  Poison,  which  was  from  Mr.  D.  Go  Wil- 
lems, Chief,  Water  Pollution  Control  Section,  which  relates 
the  coliform  count  of  the  out-fall  of  the  sewage  lagoon,  as 
bein  less  that  1,000,  on  April  19,  1965.  This  is  the  only  count 
that  I have  ever  received,  or  the  local  Board  of  Health  has  ever 
received,  relative  to  coliform  count  on  the  sewage  lagoon. 

We  would  like  to  bring  up  the  fact  that  this  --  I 
have  a statement  from  the  County  Board  of  Health,  asking  that 
the  Council  consider  the  fact  that  this  lake,  and  many  of  our 
surface  waters,  are  used  for  drinking  water,  in  Lake  County. 

I would  also  like  to  enter  into  the  testimony,  a list 
of  such  public  establishments  furnishing  drinking  water  to  the 
public  in  Lake  County,  including  two  State  Parks,  a public 
school,  ten  public  establishments,  and  four  camps,  including  a 
Boy  Scout  Camp.  These  are  presently  treating  water  by  using 
--by  simple  chlorination. 

In  addition  to  this,  it  has  been  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion this  following  letter  that  Mrs.  Dedman  has  received  from 
Mr.  A.  D.  McDermott.  A letter  which  says,  in  part:  "In  ad- 
dition, the  water  of  Flathead  Lake  should  not  be  used  for 
drinking  by  merely  using  simple  disinfectant  as  called  for  in 
the  "A"  standards,  since  the  lake  is  readily  accessible  to  the 
public  and  to  domestic  and  wild  animals." 

Insofar  as  I am  representing  the  local  Board  of 
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Health,  I feel  that  either  Mr.  McDermott  is  utilizing  his  pos- 
ition on  this  Council  to  pass  out  hearsay,  or  that  the  State 
Board  of  Health  have  been  derelict  in  their  responsibility  to 
inform  the  local  Board  of  Health  when  this  water  becomes  unfit 
for  human  consumption. 

I also  have  a letter  from  Mr.  Claiborne  W.  Brinck, 
which  outlines  the  present  policy  for  use  of  Flathead  Lake 
water  as  a source  of  domestic  water,  and  it  calls  for  simple 
disinfection.  This  is  basically,  --  and  I don't  know  which 
one  of  you  gentlemen  are  talking  through  a hole  in  their  head, 
but,  I would  like  to,  as  a member  of  the  local  Board  of  Health, 
as  an  employee  of  the  local  Board  of  Health,  say  that  this  is 
drinking  water.  People  are  consuming  this  and  this  is  a mat- 
ter of  public  health.  We  can  not  wave  our  hands  one  day  and  say 
that  it's  good  to  drink,  and  the  next  day  we  wave  our  hands, 
and  we  say  it's  not  good  to  drink.  We  expect  to  have  a state- 
ment from  the  State  Board  of  Health;  and  we  hold  the  State  Board 
of  Health  resonsible  for  the  health  and  for  any  diseases  which 
incurred  in  this  water,  until  such  time  as  they  make  a decision 
in  this  matter. 

MR.  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  (SUSTAINED  APPLAUSE.)  --if  the 

Council  please,  I would  like  to  call  a few  more  of  our  people. 

I will  try  to  keep  it  very  brief;  if  it  gets  too  lengthy,  I'll 
be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Chair. 
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MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  May  I interrupt  a moment  and  see  if  Mr.  Stacy 

Gebhards  is  still  here.  He  is  still  here.  I understand  you 
have  to  take  a plane  in  a few  minutes,  is  that  correct? 

MR.  GEBHARDS:  Yes. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Would  you  care  to  have  a few  minutes  at  this 

time  for  a statement? 

MR.  TURNAGE:  I would  like  to  get  my  gang  through  here. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Mr.  Stacy  Gebhards,  from  the  Idaho  Fish  and 
Game  Department,  has  to  catch  a plane  within  a few  minutes, 
and  we  will  indulge  him,  and  let  him  speak. 

STACEY  GEBHARDS 

Idaho  Fish  and  Game  Department 
State  of  Idaho 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council,  Ladies  and 

Gen  1 1 emen : 

My  name  is  Stacy  Gebhards,  and  I'm  Fisheries  Manage- 
ment Supervisor  for  the  Idaho  Fish  and  Game  Department.  I 
am  presenting  this  statement  on  behalf  of  Mr.  John  R.  Wood- 
worth,  Director  of  the  Idaho  Fish  and  Game  Department. 

( Whereupon , Mr.  Gebhards  read  the  letter  from  Mr. 
John  R.  Woodworth  verbatim , the  letter  and  the  prepared  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Woodworth  for  the  Idaho  Water  Quality  Standards 
Hearing , at  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho,  on  April  6,1967  appear  fol- 
lowing this  page.) 
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SENATOR  TURN AGE:  If  the  Chairman  please,  I would  like  to 


ask  Mr*  S.  C.  DeMers  to  come  forward,  please* 


S.  C.  DeMERS 
Representing 

Dupuis  Brothers  Lumber  Company,  Inc* 
Poison  Lions  Club 


Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council: 

My  name  is  S.  C.  DeMers.  I am  General  Manager  of 
the  Dupuis  Brother  Lumber  Company,  of  Poison,  Montana. 

The  matter  of  the  pollution  of  the  waters  of  Flathead 
Lake  and  its  tributaries  has  been  of  growing  concern  for  some 
time,  and  efforts  should  be  directed  toward  improving  the  qual- 
ity and  value  of  these  waters,  rather  than  reducing  their 
standards . 

My  company  employs  one  hundred  and  thirty  --  a hun- 
dred and  forty  people,  many  of  whom  live  on  the  shores  of  Flat- 
head  Lake  or  its  tributaries;  and  those  that  do  not,  enjoy  the 
recreational  use  and  benefits  thereof. 

These  employees  have  expressed  to  me  their  deep  con- 
cern and  opposition  to  any  actions  or  regulations  that  would 
lessen  the  quality  of  these  waters. 

A news  release  in  the  Daily  Missoulian,  dated  May  6, 
1967,  --that  release  quotes  Mr.  Brinck,  in  part,  as  saying: 

“We  don't  know  where  the  silt  is  coming  from,  he  said,  but  added 
that  there  is  a possibility  it  is  coming  from  logging  operations 
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upstream."  Meaning  Flathead. 

May  I call  your  attention,  sir,  to  the  Federal  Stan- 
dard Contract  Provisions  --  Timber  Contract  Provisions  which 
provide  explicitly  in  part,  "All  logging  and  road  construction 
operations  shall  be  so  constructed  as  to  minimize  any  damage 
to  the  stream  course  and  the  stream  sides  of  all  streams  within 
the  sale  area."  And,  "Streams  shall  not  be  polluted  by  sawdust, 
oil  or  other  refuse.  In  this  subsection,  "streams"  shall  include 
both  flowing  and  intermittent  water  courses." 

Now,  this  matter  is  carefully  watched  and  closely 
policed  by  the  forest  officer  in  charge  of  the  sale.  Therefore, 
I submit,  Mr.  Brinck,  your  statement,  to  this  extent,  is  erron- 
eous and  without  foundation  of  fact. 

(Whereupon  Mr . DeMers  read  the  last  two  paragraphs 
of  his  letter  verbatin  and  the  letter  follows  this 
page.)  Mr.  DeMers  continued  as  follows : 

Mr.  Chairman,  I am  also  authorized  and  requested  to 
present  a statement,  along  the  same  lines,  in  behalf  of  the 
Poison  Lions  Club,  as  well  as  a statement  from  Mr.  E.  C.  Baldwin 
of  Poison,  Montana.  Thank  you  very  kindly. 

(The  Statement  of  the  Poison  Lions  Club  and  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Baldwin  follow  this  page.) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  I would  now  ask  that  Leland  Schoonover  come 

forward.  He  is  a former  Senator  from  Lake  County  and 
is  very  well  known  for  his  work  in  conservation. 
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LELAND  SCHOONOVER 
Represent! ng 
School  Di s t ri ct  No . 23 


Thank  you,  Senator. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council,  I would  like 
to  submit  for  testimony,  a statement  from  District  No.  1,  of 
the  Montana  Wildlife  Federation.  I would  like  to  submit  a 
statement  of  my  own.  I would  like  to  submit  a statement  from 
Mr.  Clyde  Faro,  who  owns  a public  establishment  on  Flathead 
Lake.  I would  like  to  submit  a petition,  signed  by  some  35 
residents,  who  live  on  the  lake  shore,  in  the  Dayton  area. 

I would  like  to  submit  a letter  from  a very  earnest  and  sincere 
young  lady,  Miss  Lois  Steinberger,  of  Poison.  I would  like  to 
submit  a statement  from  Mr.  Max  Stark,  who  is  the  owner  of  a 
camp  ground  on  Flathead  Lake.  I would  like  to  submit,  as 
testimony,  a letter  from  a young  man,  who  also  was  raised  in 
our  community,  and  finally,  I am  here  today  on  behalf  of  the 
Poison  Public  Schools,  School  District  No.  23,  who  sent  me 
over  to  present  this  statement. 

(Whereupon  3 Mr . Schoonover  read  the  prepared  state- 
ment from  School  District  No.  233  which  appears  fol- 
lowing this  page.) 

I would  like  to  submit  this,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  personal  remarks,  and  thank  you 
for  your  attention. 
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In  the  statement  this  morning,  I am  at  a loss  to 
quite  understand  the  exact  meaning  --and  this  is  very  important 
to  us,  the  meaning  concerning  the  action  of  the  Board  yester- 
day afternoon. 

Now,  true,  and  I suppose  that  I could  say  I'm  not  in 
position  to  completely  clarify  it,  so  with  this  thought  in  mind, 
I would  just  add  a thought  to  be  used  in  making  the  final  dis- 
position. 

The  waters  in  our  county,  and  in  the  other  part  of 
Western  Montana,  are  basically  as  clean  waters  as  can  be  found 
anywhere  in  the  United  States  of  America.  These  waters  are  as 

a 

clean  as  God  could  make  them,  because  they  start  at  the  original 
source  at  the  top  of  a mountain. 

Now,  we  ask  you  gentlemen,  in  making  up  this  final 
classification,  that  you  keep  this  in  mind,  and  that  you  include 
all  the  waters  of  Western  Montana  in  this  A-D^  until  suf- 
ficient examination  proves  them  necessary  to  be  a lower  classi- 
fication. 

Thank  you  very  kindly  for  your  attention.  (APPLAUSE.) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  a representative 

spokesman  for  Flathead  Lakers,  Inc.,  Mr.  C.  B. 

McNeil . 
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C.  Bo  McNEIL 
Represents  ng 
Flathead  Lakers,  Inc, 


Mr.  Chairmans  Gentlemen  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council: 

I hand  in,  for  the  record,  a statement  representing 
the  Flathead  Lakers,  an  organization  of  some  945  property  owners 
on  the  shores  of  Flathead  Lake;  a personal  statement  from  Mr. 
Chuck  Gibson,  and  for  the  record,  I am  also  representing  the 
Poison  Veterens  of  Foreign  Wars,  an  organization  of  some  150 
members . 

I am  C.  B.  McNeil,  and  I'm  counsel  for  the  Flathead 
Lakers.  The  purpose  for  which  the  Flathead  Lakers  was  organized 
is  very  comparable  to  the  purposes  contained,  both  in  our  Mon- 
tana  Water  Pollution  Act,  and  in  the  Federal  Water  Quality  Act, 
that  is  the  protection  and  improvement  of  the  quality  of  our 
public  waters . 

We  are  gratified  by  the  announcement,  this  morning, 

that  the  Council  Apparently  the  lake  will  still  retain  its 

A-D  classification,  and  we  hope  that  this  also  will  apply  to 
1 

the  tributaries  of  the  Flathead,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
Lake  Mary  Ronan,  Swan  Lake,  Swan  River,  East,  Middle,  South  and 
North  Fork  of  the  Flathead  River. 

Flathead  Lake  is  presently  classified  as  an  "Au  body  of 
water.  But,  Gentlemen,  it  is  not  only  classified  as  an  A body 
of  water,  that  water  is  in  fact  Class  A water. 
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In  support  of  this  statement,  three  photocopies  are 
appended  to  this  letter  to  support  the  statement. 

The  first  is  a summary  of  some  300  coliform  tests 
conducted  by  the  Lake  County  Sanitarian,  late  last  summer. 

These  were  surface  tests.  They  showed  the  normal  range  of 
coliform  in  Flathead  Lake  to  be  from  zero  to  40.  The  most  com- 
mon test  which  he  found,  was  zero.  There  were  some  occasions  in 
which  the  Class  A standards  were  exceeded.  In  every  one  of 
those  instances,  it  was  traceable  to  human  sewage  floating  into 
the  lake  untreated. 

Further  proof  that  the  lake  is  presently  Class  A 
water,  is  shown  by  the  photocopy  of  a letter,  containing  sum- 
maries of  field  tests  conducted  by  the  Montana  Board  of  Health, 
in  1959  and  1965.  I am  certain  that  this  is  the  same  testing 
which  the  Council  has  relied  upon,  to  show  that  the  Class  A 
standards  are,  at  times,  exceeded. 

Of  the  13  testing  points,  5 exceeded  the  Class  A 
standards.  All  5 were  within  one  mile  of  the  City  of  Poison. 

All  5 were  traceable  directly  to  human  sewage  flowing  into  the 
lake.  All  5 have  since  been  connected  to  the  City  sewage  sys- 
tem, or  are  presently  being  incorporated  into  Special  Improve- 
ment Sewage  Districts. 

Now,  the  remaining  8 test  sites,  conducted  by  the 
State  Board  of  Health,  they  were  at  the  following  locations: 
Finley  Point,  Yellow  Bay,  Wood  Bay,  Swan  River,  Sommers,  Lake 
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City,  Lakeside,  Hughes  Bay  and  Big  Arm.,  The  balance  of  these 
8 tests  were  taken  from  completely  around  the  185-mile  circum- 
ference of  that  lake*  Of  these  testing  points,  the  highest 
coliform  result  found,  was  9,  --well  within  the  Class  A standard 
of  50.  The  second  highest  test  found,  was  2,  and  the  remainder 
were  1 or  less  than  1. 

The  third  document  attached  to  this  letter  is  in  sup- 
port of  the  premise  that  the  water  is  in  fact,  now  Class  A 
water.  It  is  a photocopy  of  a letter  from  Mr.  Brinck  to  the  Lake 
County  Sanitarian,  in  which  the  statement  is  made,  which  was 
used  in  the  Missoulian,  'that  water  at  a depth  of  10  feet  or 
more  in  Flathead  Lake  is  free  from  coliform  organisms.' 

Of  course,  the  final  proof  of  the  unequaled  quality  of 
this  lake.  Gentlemen,  lies  not  in  scientific  tests,  but  in  the 
fact  that  thousands  upon  thousands  of  people  come  to  visit  that 
lake.  So  many,  that  it  is  one  of  the  few  remaining  in  this 
world  that  still  is  clear,  clean,  and  unpolluted;  and  they  con- 
tinue to  return  because  it's  unique. 

The  Information  Bulletin,  prepared,  and  at  least  in 
the  Poison  area,  partially  distributed,  has  recommended  that 
Flathead  Lake  be  classified  as  B-D^.  Again,  we  commend  the 
Council  for,  apparently,  taking  this  position. 

This  would  have  allowed  the  lake  to  have  been  pol- 
luted to  the  same  level  as  the  outflow  of  the  open  sewage 
1 agoon . 
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There  is  also  appended  to  this  letter,  a photocopy 
of  a test,  conducted  by  the  State  Department  of  Health,  at  a 
time  when  the  sewage  lagoon  was  giving  off  offensive  odors,  and 
which  stated  that  at  that  time,  the  outlet  of  the  lagoon  had 
coliform  count  of  less  than  1,000. 

It  is  unconscionable  that  any  reclassification  could 
be  considered,  which  would  allow  the  sewage  content  of  that  lake 
to  be  extended  to  1,000.  This,  obviously,  is  contrary  to  the 
statement  which  implies  that  the  B-D^  classification  was  not  in- 
tended to  downgrade  the  lake. 

In  addition  to  the  objections  based  on  the  coliform 
tests,  I would  like  to  point  out  that  the  proposed  B classifi- 
cation has  vague  criteria  for  turbidity  and  sediments. 

I see,  by  reading  from  the  chart,  "no  imposed  value 
which  will  interfere  with  established  level  of  treatment." 

What  does  that  mean? 

In  the  left  hand  column,  it  says:  "Water  supply  suit- 
able for  drinking,  following  treatment  equal  to  coagulation, 
sedimentation,  and  filtration,  disinfection  and  any  additional 
treatment  necessary  to  remove  naturally  present  impurities." 

This  would  surely  seem  to  allow  any  kind  of  increase 
in  turbidity,  as  long  as  following  extensive  treatment,  it 
could  be  made  drinkable.  The  water  in  the  lower  Missouri  River 
is  the  drinking  supply  for  the  City  of  St.  Louis,  following 
such  extensive  treatment.  We  should  certainly  hope  that  no 
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standards  would  be  adopted  by  this  State,  which  would  allow  the 
reduction  in  the  quality  of  water  to  that  of  the  lower  Missouri, 
and  still  be  within  the  allowable  standards.  But,  isn't  it 
also  limited  by  this  Class  classification?  The  under  the 
chart,  allows  5 Jackson  Candle  Units  of  turbidity. 

Five  Jackson  Candle  Units;  none  --  no  degree  allowable 
under  Class  A.  Whatever  Jackson  Candle  Units  represent,  it  is 
an  allowable  increase  in  turbidity,  which  should  not  be  a 1 - 
1 owed  in  that  lake. 

Further  objection  to  the  Class  B criteria  is  that  the 
500%  increase  in  phenol  compounds  will  be  allowed.  Under  the 
heading  of  "Wastes  offensive  to  the  sight,  touch,  smell  or  feel, 
including  the  phenol  compounds  and  co 1 or- - they  would  be  allow- 
able under  either  the  B or  the  D,  of  250%  increase  in  color 
units.  Gentlemen,  the  water  out  there  presently  is  clear.  If 
water  is  flowing  into  the  lake,  it's  a beautiful  blue.  This 
250%  increase  in  allowable  color,  would  be  in  the  form  of  brown, 
g ray , or  black. 

It  should  be  made  clear  that  all  of  these  comments 
are  applicable  to  the  -- 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Could  you  summarize?  Your  time  is  up. 

MR.  McNEIL:  Yes,  I'll  wind  it  up. 

I would  like  to  make  the  comment,  especially  as  it 
pertains  to  the  Flathead  River  flowing  into  the  lake,  it  is 
presently  classified  as  G;  I should  hope  that  the  Council  would 


-87- 


. . ; t 


consider  raising  it  to  A . It  is  listed  on  our  new  1967-68, 
Montana  Fishing  Map  as  blue  Ribbon  Trout  Stream,  and  we  should 
surely  hope  that  every  effort  will  be  undertaken  to  upgrade  it. 

The  river  below  the  dam  is  proposed  to  be  reclassified 
B-D2*  It  presently  supports  a fine  population  of  cut-throat 
trout,  and  every  consideration  ought  to  be  given  to  maintain  a 
higher  classification  than  D2.  This  would  allow,  of  course,  a 
substantial  increase  in  temperature,  which  is  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Montana  Power  Representative,  this  morning,  who 
would  increase  even  further,  and  also,  allow  a substantial  in- 
crease of  wastes  offensive  to  sight  and  smell,  and  touch. 

In  closing,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  only  reason,  which  I 
have  seen  in  writing,  stated,  for  the  proposed  downgrading  of 
the  lake,  was  the  presence  of  silt.  I would  propose  an  obvious 
solution  to  this  problem.  The  State  Board  of  Health  has  had 
statutory  authority,  since  1907,  to  control  public  and  domestic 
water  supplies,  and  to  make  rules  and  regulations  pollution, 
and  to  secure  the  sanitary  protection  of  these  waters.  I am 
certain  that  the  Council  is  aware  of  these,  the  code  sections 
are  recited  Appendix.  Certainly,  it  would  be  preferable,  by 
means  of  administrative  regulation  within  the  present  authority 
of  the  State  Board  of  Health,  to  require  filtration  of  any  silt 
before  used  as  drinking  water;  rather  than  lowering  of  the 
classification  of  the  entire  lake,  which  would  open  the  door  to 
the  other  sources  of  pollution,  the  phenol  compounds,  the 
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turbidity,  and  the  other  objectionable  changes  in  the  Flathead 

Lake  --  (APPLAUSE)  (Mr.  McNeil's  written  statement  and  ex- 
hibits 3 follow  this  page) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  I'm  sorry  we  can't  allow  further  time. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Council,  as 

the  spokesman  of  the  great  number  of  our  delegation 
here,  it  may  be  agreed  not  to  request  any  time  for 
an  oral  statement,  but  I would  like  to  leave  the 
names  for  the  record: 

Mrs.  Ethel  Terry,  County  Superintendent  of  Schools, 
representing  Poison.  Civic  League. 

Colleen  Webb,  former  Lake  County  Treasurer* 

Mrs.  Norene  Mosley,  who  also  represents  a civic  group. 
And  I believe  we  have  the  Poison  Business  and  Profes- 
sional Club,  who  are  represented  by  Margeret  Jergenson. 
Mrs.  Morton,  also  representing  the  Poison  area. 

We  would  like,  also  to  enter  into  the  record,  the 
statement  of  Curt  Moore,  of  the  State  Bank  of  Montana. 
We  have  some  other  folks  here,  who  are  present  and  in- 
terested, but  I am  sure  do  not  wish,  at  this  time, 
to  make  a statement.  I think  Mr.  A.  J.  Cramer, 
President  of  the  Flathead  Lakers,  probably,  --  he 
wanted  to  make  his  statement  earlier. 
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ALBERT  J.  CRAMER 
Pres i den t 

Flathead  Lakers  , Inc. 


I have  six  --  Albert  J.  Cramer  is  my  name,  C-r-a-m -e-r 
I am  president  of  the  Flathead  Lakers,  Inc.,  at  the  present  time 
I have  six  neighbors'  statements,  who  live  on  Flat- 
head  Lake,  where  I have  my  home,  near  Big  Arm,  all  of  whom  use 
the  water  of  Flathead  Lake  for  domestic  uses  for  their  homes,  to 
submit  here.  I don't  know  whether  it's  proper  to  read  the  names 
or  not.  But  I'll  just  hand  these  in,  including  my  own. 

Now,  all  I would  like  to  say  is  that  I was  born  and 
raised  on  the  West  Shore,  of  Flathead  Lake,  68^  years  ago.  I 
have  drank  that  water  every  one  of  those  68  years,  with  no  ill 
effects  as  you  can  all  see  that,  (LAUGHTER)  --until  about  ten 
days  ago  when  I got  the  bookl et-- that  green  booklet,  that  we're 
all  talking  about  here.  I blew  my  top!  (SUSTAINED  LAUGHTER  AND 
APPLAUSE) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  also  have  Lee  Donovan,  who  doesn't  want 

to  take  the  Council's  time  to  submit  an  oral  statement 
but  will  submit  a statement. 

Mr.  D.  G.  . He  is  also  relinquishing 

his  time  in  the  interests  of  conserving  time.  We  do 
have  a few  folks  here  that  do  want  to  make  an  oral 
statement,  but  I'll  assure  you  it  will  be  very  brief. 
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JOHN  H.  OBERLITNER 
Represent!"  ng 
Poison  Unit  of  M.  E,  A . 

My  name  is  John  Oberlitner.  I'm  representing  the  Poi- 
son Unit  of  the  Montana  Education  Association, 

( Whereupon 3 Mr.  Oberlitner  read  his  prepared  statement 

verbatim 3 and  it  appears  following  this  page.) 

We  appreciate  the  fact  that  the  Council  has  gone  back 
to  the  A rating  for  Flathead  Lake,  Personally,  --  one  thing 
disturbs  me  a little  bit,  and  that  is,  that  one  member  of  this 
board,  gave  special  invitation  to  certain  groups  that  appeared 
at  this  Hearing-,  the  rest  of  us  would  have  liked  to  have  a 
special  invitation.  I have  a letter  from  doctors  from  the  City 
of  Poison,  which  I would  like  to  submit.  I have  a letter  from 
the  P.  T.A.  from  the  City  of  Poison,  and  I have  a letter  from 
a member  of  the  cherry  growers  of  Flathead  Lake.  Thank  you. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  Mr.  Tex  Brown,  from 

Poison,  and  he'd  like  to  make  a brief  statement. 

THOMAS  G.  BROWN 
President 
Poison  Jaycees 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Council: 

I'm  Thomas  G.  Grown,  President  of  the  Poison  Jaycees. 
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I think  that  most  everything  that  I could  say,  has 
already  been  repeated.  I would  like  to  just  have  the  letter, 
which  I have  here,  as  being  reported  for  the  Poison  Jaycees. 

( Mr . Brown's  written  statement  follows  this  page.) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Bob  Vert,  from  Poison. 

ROBERT  G.  VERT 
Represent i ng 

Poison  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Robert  Vert,  that's  V-e-r-t.  At  this  Hearing  I 
represent  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Poison,  Montana;  and. 
Gentlemen,  instead  of  going  into  a lot  of  details,  which  we  have 
here,  I would  like  to  submit  testimony  and  evidence  from  our 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  In  Poison.  Bishop  Insurance  Service,  in 
Poison,  by  Bill  Bishop,  owner;  T and  V Ford  Sales,  Robert  Vert 
and  A.  V.  Trusler,  owners;  a letter  from  Poison  Sport  Center, 
Charles  A.  Eastman,  owner;  and  approximately  16  letters  from 
individuals  in  Ronan  and  Poison. 

I don't  believe  there  is  much  left  to  be  said  after 
our  County  Sanitarian  gave  his  remarks,  so  the  only  thing,  --  I 
would  like  to  answer  one  question  that  the  Council  did  have, 
earlier,  in  the  opening  statement.  You  asked  that  we  really 
go  to  work  and  help  clean  up  our  nation,  and  live  up  to  the 
standards  that  we  asked  for,  A-D^,  and  I would  say  from  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  Poison,  "Yes,  we  are".  We're  willing 
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to  work  with  you  gentlemen,  and  do  all  we  can. 

(Mr.  Vert's  exhibits  follow  this  page.) 

MR.  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  I understand  that  Paul  Fugleberg, 

the  Editor  of  the  Flathead  Courier,  I don't  know 
whether  he  is  still  here.  Fine,  thank  you.  We  have 
two  young  men  from  the  Future  Farmers  of  America. 

Bob  McAlpine  wants  to  make  a statement,  and  he  is 
accompanied  by  Allen  Jenson,  and  these  boys  won't 
make  any  oral  statement,  but  will  submit  their  state- 
ments. Mr.  Don  Schrock,  would  you  have  any  statement? 

DONALD  A.  SCHRQCK 
Rep  res  en  t i ng 
Montana  State  Bowmen 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council: 

I have  a couple  of  statements  here,  to  submit.  One  of 
my  own,  and  the  other  on  behalf  of  the  Montana  State  Bowmen. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Sehroek  read  the  statement  from  the 
Montana  Bowmen (signed  by  Terry  Sherman , President 
and  it  appears  following  this  page.) 

Thank  you . 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  I will  now  offer,  for  the  record, 

20  additional  letters  from  interested 
property  owners  and  interested  individuals  in  the 
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Western  Montana  area,  and  I would  like  to  ask  Mr.  R.  G. 

Upham,  a Lake  County  Commissioner,  if  he  would  care  to 
make  any  statement? 

ROBERT  G.  UPHAM 
County  Commissioner 
Lake  County,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Pollution  Council: 

I am  R.  G.  Upham,  Commissioner  from  Lake  County;  may 
I submit  this  written  testimony  in  evidence  and  add  these  few 
words . 

to 

I am  happy  the  Council  saw  fit/leave  Flathead  Lake 
as  A-  Dj  ; and  we,  publicly  to  thank  Ave  Wyant,  our  Sanitarian, 
Leland  Schoonover,  and  Senator  Jean  Turnage,  and  all  of  the 
rest  of  the  people  and  clubs,  who  have  given  so  freely  of  their 
time  in  behalf  of  the  preservation  of  our  lakes  and  streams. 

I am  sure  that  it  is  due  to  their  efforts  that  this  meeting  has 
proved  so  successful . 

And  because  of  this  Hearing,  we  can  hope  for  better 
relations  with  the  Tribal  Council  and  the  Flathead  County 
Sanitarian.  Thank  you. 

SENTOR  TURNAGE:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Upham.  I have  two  other  of 

our  area  people  that  would  like  to  make  a statement. 

I would  also  like  to  mention  that  Mr.  Max  Stark 
and  Father  Michael,  of  Poison,  were  present  this  morning,  but 
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they  had  to  leave,  and  I'd  like  that  fact  noted,  for 
the  Council.  And  also  we  have  Calvin  B.  Christian, 
and  his  wife,  Marva*  We  have  Mr.  Harold  Gregg,  who 
is  representing  the  Poison  Outdoors,  Inc.,  and  I 
think  Harold  has  a statement. 

HAROLD  GREGG 
Secretary 

Poison  Outdoors  , Inc . 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council: 

I am  Harold  Gregg,  Secretary  to  the  Poison  Outdoors, 
Inc.  and  I was  requested  to  make  this  little  statement  for  the 
Poison  Outdoors. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Gregg  read  his  prepared  statement 
which  follows  this  page.) 

Thank  you  Gentlemen. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have  some  other  Lake  County  people  here. 

I see  Mr.  J.  R.  Fogarty,  do  you  have  an  oral  statement, 
Bob?  Also,  I notice  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  S.  R.  Logan, 
of  Charlo,  Montana.  Mrs.  Logan  requests  permission  to 
make  a short  statement. 

FRANCES  D.  LOGAN 
National  Commi t teewoman 
Representi ng 

Montana  Democratic  Central  Committee 
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Mr.  Chai rman , 

In  order  to  save  time,  I will  read  only  the  last 
paragraph  of  our  own  personal  letter.  Most  of  the  rest  is 
repetition  of  what  you  have  already  heard  many  times. 

We  urge  most  strongly  that  no  present  water  quality 
standards  be  lowered,  that  every  effort  be  made  to  improve 
water  quality  in  the  State's  lakes,  streams  and  rivers,  and  that 
Montana  do  its  utmost,  along  with  the  rest  of  the  nation,  to 
leave  a better,  not  a worse  environment,  for  future  generations. 

With  this,  I enclosed  two  clippings.  You  will  recog- 
nize from  the  clippings  and  from  the  contents  of  the  letter, 
that  they  were  written  before  the  change  was  made  last  night. 

I am  very  glad  that  was  done. 

May  I now  read,  at  the  request  of  the  Montana  Demo- 
cratic Central  Committee  Chairman,  Fred  Barrett? 

(Whereupon  Mrs . Logan  read  Mr . Barrett's  statement 3 
which  follows  this  page.) 

That  concludes  Mr.  Barret's  statement.  I am  sure 
that  he  would  express  gratification  at  the  change  made  by  the 
Council,  yesterday.  Thank  you. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have  Mr.  Jackson  back  here,  but  he  doesn't 

wish  to  make  an  oral  statement.  I think  he  has  handed 
in  a written  statement.  Also,  have  Harry  Holland, 

Harry  Smith,  and  Harry  Ross,  from  the  Poison  area. 
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and  I don't  believe  any  of  them  want  to  take  any  time 
for  an  oral  statement.  We  have  these  gentlemen,  back 
here  with  some  more  statements.  I'm  sorry, 

Would  you  come  forward  please,  from  Lake  County. 

I want  to  apologize  to  the  Council,  and  to  the  rest 
of  the  people  here,  for  making  this  Lake  County  Hour, 
but  I think  that  we  saved  some  time  by  doing  so. 

Johnny  Mattson,  Mr.  Nelson,  Big  Fork  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, Big  Fork  Lions  Club,  and  two  more  letters  from 
res i dents . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Could  we  have  the  names,  please? 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  The  Eastshoremen  of  Flathead  Lake,  4-H  Club, 

and  one  other  citizen,  H.  R.  Hanson,  Ronan  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  presently,  does  not  wish  to  take  any  time 
for  an  oral  statement.  I think  Mr.  Patterson  has 
a short  statement  that  he  wants  to  make 

A.  J.  PATTERSON 
Treas  u re r 
Lake  County 

Mr.  Chairman,  Gentlemen  of  the  Council: 

My  name  is  A.  J.  Patterson,  Treasurer  of  Lake  County. 

I represent  Lake  County  Board  of  Equalization. 

The  individual  property  owners  who  live  on  the  streams 
and  lakes  of  Lake  County,  are  stockholders  in  a very  important 
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indust  vy . (Whereupon  Mr.  Patterson  read  his  prepared  statement 
which  appears  following  this  page . J 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  closing,  I would  like  to  thank  you 
and  your  committee  for  their  recons  i de rati  on  of  the  standards 
for  the  water  in  Flathead  Lake,  but  I would  like  for  you  to 
take  another  look  at  the  waters  of  Swan  Lake,  and  Lake  Mary 
Ronan.  They  are  also  part  of  our  resource,  and  they  are  includ- 
ed in  our  tax  base.  Thank  you. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have  also,  from  Poison,  Mr.  Phil  Kent,  he 

is  personally  present,  but  I don't  think  he  cares  to 
make  any  oral  statement.  And  I was  just  handed  a-- 
some  letters  from  the  Rollins  School  Board,  signed 
by  60  Rollins,  Montana,  residents.  This  is  the  school 
board  by  the  way,  that  takes  its  water  for  the  school 
children,  out  of  the  lake.  And  also  a letter  from 
Mr.  Hal  Mathew  --  or  Shelling,  of  Poison,  Montana, 
or  I should  say  the  West  Shore  of  Flathead  Lake, 
representing  the  Poison  Lodge  No.  78,  Blue  Lodge 
of  the  Masonic  Lodge.  I notice  that  we  have  a letter 
from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Robert  Fields,  who  recently  pur- 
chased a lodge  on  Wild  Horse  Island,  in  Flathead 
Lake,  and  they  want  their  name  mentioned  for  the 
record.  I believe  we're  coming  close  to  the  -- 
any  oral  statements  that  I know  of;  I hope  I haven't 
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missed  too  many  Lake  County  People.  (COLLOQUY  IN  RE- 
GARD TO  THAT  POSSIBILITY  AND  ANNOUNCING  MEETINGS,  ETC.) 

LESLIE  L.  STERLING 
Some  rs - Lakes i de 
Chamber  of  Commerce 

Mr.  Chai rman  , 

My  name  is  Leslie  L.  Sterling,  my  residence  address 
is  Marco  Bay,  Somers,  Montana.  I am  appearing  here  today  as 
the  spokesman  for  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  Flat- 
head  County,  and  I am  president  of  this  organization. 

The  Associated  Chambers  of  Flathead  County  is  a 
coordinating  organization  representing  all  five  organized 
Chambers  of  Commerce  in  Flathead  County.  I believe  that  each 
membership  is  also  represented  at  this  Hearing  today. 

I gave  the  Reporter  a written  statement,  and  I 
would  not  belabor  the  Council  or  the  other  people  of  this  hear- 
ing, with  a repetition  of  what  you  have  been  hearing  before; 
particularly,  since  the  Gentleman  from  Poison,  discussed  the 
subject  of  tourism,  which  is  so  important  to  us. 

Those  of  the  Associate  Chambers  are  extremely  con- 
cerned that  the  water  tributaries  to  Flathead  Lake,  and 
Flathead  Lake,  itself,  remain  as  they  are,  A-D^  for  multiple 
use.  And  if  the  Council's  decision  to  revert  Flathead  Lake 

to  an  A classification,  as  proposed,  I would  thank  them  person- 
as one  of 

ally,  because  I know/the  thousands  of  people  that  pump  water 
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from  that  lake  for  domestic  and  drinking  use,  with  simple  chlor 

i n a t i o n . 

It  his  opening  statement,  Mr.  Weydemeyer  had  asked 

for  help  from  the  people  of  Montana,  to  maintain  more  clarity 

as  decisions  go  forward.  If  this  Council  is  to  have  this  help, 

the  people  must  have  the  information. 

The  cover  letter  for  your  Information  Bulletin,  is 

dated  April  17th.  The  first  information  that  came  into  the 

Council  of  Chambers  of  Commerce,  the  first  meeting  called  was 

on  April  28th.  We  were  told  at  that  time,  that  everyone  on 

the  Fish  and  Game  Department  mailing  list  would  receive  a copy 

of  the  Information  Bulletin.  I am  on  the  Fish  and  Game  mailing 

list,  but  I did  not  receive  that  information.  I had  to  write 

i t 

for  the  information,  and  I received/on  May  4th,  later  than  10 
days,  or  12,  --  in  which  to  get  anything  done,  for  this. 

So,  if  you  want  to  have  the  cooperation  you  asked 
from  the  people,  the  people  are  going  to  have  to  have  the  in- 
formation upon  which  to  advise  and  assist  you.  Thank  you. 

(Mr.  Sterling's  written  statement  follow  this  page.) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have  Mr.  Elmer  Holand,  Water  Resources  Com 

mittee  Chairman  for  the  Somers  - La kes i dech  ambe  r of  Com 
merce.  I don't  know  if  Mr.  Holand  wants  to  make  an 
oral  statement  or  not,  but  he  is  present.  Mr.  Holand 
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ELMER  HOLAND 
Represen ti ng 
Somers-Lakesi de 
Chamber  of  Commerce 

I'm  Elmer  Holand.  I am  Chairman  of  the  Water  Resour- 
ces Committee,  for  Some rs - Lakes i de  Chamber  of  Commerce.  I 
would  like  to  present  the  brief  that  we  have  made  up. 

There  is  one  thing  that  has  bothered  me,  I cannot 
commend  the  Commission,  in  the  respect  as  has  been  done*,  only 
possibly,  for  getting  us  here,  to  hear  some  double  talk  and 
I do  not  like  --  I wouldn't  expect  the  Commission  to  use  the 
Associated  Press  for  a 'scare  talk'.  That  is  what  has  been  done. 
So,  leave  it  at  that;  I can't  commend  it. 

(Mr.  Holand’ s prepared  statement  follows  this  page.) 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have,  also  from  Lake  County,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 

Leo  Christiansen,  who  I don't  believe  care  to  make 
an  oral  statement,  but  they  are  representing  135 
residents  from  the  Swan  Lake  area,  and  I believe  their 
statements  have  also  been  made  a part  of  the  record. 

We  also  have  present,  a Poison  resident,  Mr.  Reuben 
Ober;  I don't  believe  Mr.  Ober  cares  to  make  any 
oral  statement,  at  least  he  didn't  so  advise  me. 

He  wanted  his  name  introduced  in  the  appearance 
roster.  We  now  have  --  I was  asked  to  convey  to  the 
Council  the  support  of  Mr.  Ray  Loman,  of  Ronan, 
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Montana;  Representative  Loman  , who,  I'm  sure,  wasn't 
able  to  get  here  today,  and  we  do  have,  from  over  in 
our  area.  Representative  Paul  Harlow,  who  represents 
both  Saunders  and  Mineral  Counties,  I believe  that 
Mr.  Harlow  would  like  to  make  a statement.  He's  my 
neighbor  over  there,  so  I take  the  liberty  of  calling 
him. 

PAUL  HARLOW 
Representati ve 

Saunders  and  Mineral  Counties 
Thank  y ou , Jean : 

I'm  Paul  Harlow,  Representative  from  Saunders  and 
Mineral  Counties.  I'm  also  here,  today,  representing  Senator 
Gene  Mahoney,  the  Majority  Floor  Leader  of  the  Senate,  who  was 
unable  to  attend  today,  because  of  the  press  of  business. 

We  wish  to  ask  some  questions,  first,  before  we 
enter  our  protests  to  the  actions  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollution 
Co  unci  1 , 

We  received  over  in  Saunders  County,  just  the  other 
day,  this  very  important  little  green  book.  It  was 

mailed  in  an  envelope  postmarked  in  Helena  on  May  the  5th,  1967; 
and  in  that  envelope,  was  a letter  from  the  Water  Pollution 
Council,  dated  April  the  17th,  stating  that  there  would  be  a 
public  meeting  on  May  the  16th.  Although,  in  about  the  latter 
part  of  April,  Senator  Mahoney  was  in  Missoula,  and  at  that 
time,  he  found  out  that  there  was  such  a book  as  this  little 
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green  book.  He  attempted  to  obtain  a copy  and  was  unable  to 
do  so.  He,  at  no  time,  received  a copy  of  this  book  from  the 
Water  Pollution  Council.  He,  being  the  Majority  Floor  Leader 
of  Senate,  in  the  last  Session  of  the  Legislature,  he  wondered 
why . 

Also,  the  first  notification  in  Saunders  County  that 
there  was  such  a meeting,  and  there  was  such  a classification, 
came  over  the  press.  We  found  out  about  it  in  the  papers. 

The  booklet  that  was  mailed  to  the  Columbia  Falls  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  was  mailed  by  the  Montana  State  Planning  Board,  and 
not  by  the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Council. 

Why  the  secrecy,  the  discrepancy,  and  the  various 
other  things  that  have  come  up  here  -- why  these  things  in 
the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Council? 

It  has  been  remarked  here,  that,  in  their  various 
information,  that  they  were  short  of  money,  and  did  not  have 
very  much  of  a staff,  and  were  unable  to  do  these  things  that 
they  felt  should  be  done. 

The  letter  of  intent  was  dated,  from  the  Governor's 
Office,  in  October,  1966.  We  received  no  requests,  no  notifi- 
cation, no  indication  during  our  Session  of  the  Legislature, 
that  the  Water  Pollution  Council  was  up  against  a problem. 

That  they  had  to  reclassify  the  waters  in  Montana,  and  lower 
that  standard  to  meet  some  standards,  I don't  know  just  what; 
because  the  Water  Pollution  Act,  passed  in  Montana  in  1955, 
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stated:  "It  is  the  public  policy  of  this  State  to  conserve  water 
by  protecting,  maintaining,  and  improving  the  quality  and 
potability  of  water  for  public  water  supplies,  wildlife,  fish 
aquatic  life,  agricultural,  industrial,  recreati onal , and  other 
beneficial  uses." 

We  do  not  carry  out  the  intent  of  the  policy  of  Mon- 
tana by  lowering  the  standards  of  our  water  pollution.  Further, 
on  this  policy  statement,  it's  stated  in  this  little  green 
book,  --"water  quality  standards  should  be  designed  to  enhance 
the  quality  of  water."  It  is  impossible  to  provide  for  the 
prompt  improvement  in  water  quality  at  the  time  when  the  initial 
standards  were  set.  The  standards  should  be  designed  to  pre- 
vent any  increase  in  pollution.  In  no  case,  will  the  staindards 
providing  for  less  than  existing  water  quality,  be  acceptable. 

Why  then,  did  we  lower  standards  that  had  been  set  up  previous- 
ly, here  in  Montana? 

Bringing  in  the  protests  from  Mineral  and  Saunders 
Counties,  I wish  to  submit  here,  a series  of  petitions,  gathered 
from  the  little  towns  of  Heron,  Dobson,  Thompson  Falls,  and 
other  parts  of  the  area.  I particularly  want  to  point  out 
that  from  the  little  town  of  Heron,  which  is  the  last  town  on 
the  Clark's  Fork  River  before  it  goes  into  Idaho,  they  have 
almost  a hundred  percent  signers  on  the  petition,  protesting 
the  lowering  of  the  quality  of  the  Clark  Fork  River.  I realize 
that  this  Hearing  has  degenerated  into  the  same  type  of  Hearing 
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that  we  have  in  the  Legislature,  in  which  we  haven't  enough  time. 
We  ask  people  to  come  all  the  way  across  the  State  of  Montana 
and  allow  them  five  minutes  to  express  the  opinion  of  the  people 
from  the  size  of  Saunders  County  and  Mineral  County. 

I could  go  on  and  bring  out  various 
MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Your  five  minutes  has  expired;  I'm  sorry. 

All  of  this  information  can  be  submitted  in  the  way 
of  statements,  and  it  will  be  considered  just  as  fully 
as  the  oral  statements. 

MR.  HARLOW:  Well,  I wish  to  thank  you  for  the  time  that  you 

did  allow  to  Saunders  and  Mineral  Counties,  and 
that  these  waters  that  drain  off  from  the  Western 
slopes  of  the  Continental  divide,  pass  through 
Saunders  County  before  they  do  go  into  Idaho;  and 
I hope  that  these  lower  standards  of  water  will 
cease,  here  in  Montana,  and  that  we  will  increase  the 
qual i ty  of  water. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  two  other  names  to 

offer  --  (SUSTAINED  APPLAUSE.)  --Reverand  Tom  Best,  of 
the  Episcopal  Church,  in  Kalispell.  Rev.  Best  is 
in  charge  of  Camp  Marshall,  on  Flathead  Lake.  This 
is  a youth  camp  that  the  church  operates.  Rev.  Best. 

Fr.  TOM  BEST 
Camp  Marshal  1 
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Ny  name  is  Father  Tom  Best,  I'm  a member  of  the  Board 
of  Camp  Marshall,  in  Lake  County,  and  I live  in  Poison  and  I'm 
also  a taxpayer  of  Lake  County;  I have  my  own  cabin  on  Flathead 
Lake,  about  12  miles  from  Poison.  I could  have  my  own  degree 
if  indignation,  as  far  as  morality,  I think  this  is  a steward- 
ship issue,  and  I am  distressed  by  the  fact  that  so  many  taxpayers 
here,  from  Western  Montana,  have  used  their  money  from  their 
back  pocket,  to  come  here  to  maintain  their  rights. 

I represent  the  Board,  by  action  of  last  Saturday. 

We  have  a $150,000  property  investment,  in  1,000  feet  of  shore- 
line on  Flathead  Lake.  We  have  expended  great  sums  of  money  in 
the  last  year,  that  I know  personally  about,  up-grading  our 
disposal  system.  We  do  not  drain  any  water  into  the  lake  any- 
more. We  draw  lake  water  for  our  kids,  about  300  every  year. 

We  do  feel  very  keenly  about  this  issue.  We  want 
to  protect  our  children,  in  the  Episcopal  Diocese  of  Montana. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

SENATOR  TURNAGE:  We  have  one  other  name,  John  Nelson.  Is 

John  here.  I don't  know  whether  John  wants  to  make 
an  oral  statement  or  not.  He  has  turned  in  his 
written  statement. 

Fr.  BEST:  For  the  record,  my  own  statement,  one  from  the  Very 
Reverend  Charles  Wilson,  who  is  retired  and  who  used 
to  live  here  i n Helena,  and  who  is  very  concerned. 
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about  this  issue;  from  the  Kalispell  Jaycees,  and 
one  from  a person  in  Kalispell.  Thank  you. 

MR.  TURNAGE:  I want  to  thank  the  Council,  Mr.  Chairman,  very 

much  for  allowing  us  the  opportunity  to  appear,  and 
I hope  that  this  has  resulted  in  some  saving  of  time. 
And  I would  like  to,  in  conclusion  say  that  we 
I again  thank  the  Council  personally  for  its  action 
of  yesterday,  in  revising  its  plans  for  reclassifi- 
cation of  water;  and  I would  also  make  one  request 
of  the  Council,  and  that  is  that  some  of  us  might 
obtain  copies  of  the  final  action  of  the  Council, 
after  the  Council  has  made  its  decision.  And  by  the 
way  of  conclusion,  I think  I --I'd  like  to  make  a 
little  analogy  of  --  I want  to  say  --  Well,  first, 

I am  sure  that  there  are  none  of  us  here  that  is 
against  industry,  as  such,  --we  simply  want  to  be 
able  to  sit  down  and  discuss  with  industries,  through 
you,  as  a Council,  before  any  changes  are  made,  and 
I'd  like  to  make  one  analogy:  In  Missoula,  of  course, 

they've  got  an  air  pollution  problem.  I'm  sure, 
speaking  of  hindsight;  if  that  problem  could  have  been 
reviewed  a little  more  thoroughly,  before  the  facts 
had  been  accomplished,  granted  --something  different 
would  have  been  done. 


-107- 


I'd  like  to  put  our  position  on  Flathead  Lake  some- 
what in  that  position;  we  now  have  the  opportunity 
and  the  foresight,  we  don't  have  to  --  I hope,  we  will 
not  have  to  look  back  in  hindsight,  and  review  our 
regrets . 

I want  to  say,  too,  that  I'm  sure  that  we're  all  aware 
that  in  regard  to  water,  we  have  been  somewhat,  --in 
Montana,  --  in  the  position  of  being  a too  little  and 
too  late,  --  We  failed,  during  the  last  Session,  to 
enact  a water  pollution  and  water  conservancy  plan. 
It's  a matter  of  time.  The  Council  has  done  some  of 
the  work  in  the  past,  and  I'm  sure  they  will  do  so 
in  the  future. 

I want  to  personally  thank  the  Council  for  the  oppor- 
tunity you  have  given  us  here. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you  Senator  Turnage,  for  your  assistance, 

which  I am  sure  expedited  the  Hearing.  I am  sorry 
that  there  is  not  time  available  for  us  to  answer  some 
of  the  questions  that  have  been  raised  by  some  of  the 
speakers.  I am  sure  that  they  will  come  out,  if  there 
is  time  available,  today,  or  this  evening,  before  we 
disperse,  why,  we  will  try  to  get  some  of  this  infor- 
mation. We're  still  a little  disturbed,  I think, 
the  Members  of  the  Council,  in  some  of  the  testimony 
insisting  that  we  have  downgraded  the  waters  of  the 
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State  of  Montana.  Whereas,  in  our  view,  practically 
all  of  the  reclassifications  and  the  criteria  that 
we  are  proposing,  is  up-grading.  We  hope  to  come  to 
and  understanding  of  that  before  the  Hearing  is  ad- 
adjourned.  I do  not  think  there  is  going  to  be  time 
to  do  it  all. 

I owe  an  apology,  perhaps,  to  some  of  the  speakers 
who  requested  an  appearance  before  3:00  o'clock;  I'm 
sorry  that  some  of  them  had  to  leave,  and  the  next  on 
scheduled,  after  me,  is  the  Representative  of  the  Farm 
Bureau,  who  wanted  to  appear  before  2:00.  May  I ask 
if  the  representatives  of  the  Farm  Bureau  are  still 
here.  Stanley  Burger,  will  you  come  forward.  Did 
Mr.  Hewitt  wish  also  to  speak?  The  Montana  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  will  be  followed  by  C.  R.  Steele. 

STANELY  C.  BURGER 
Executive  Secretary 
Montana  State  Farm  Bureau 


Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council: 

(Whereupon  3 Mr.  Burger  read  his  prepared  statement 3 
hut  in  the  interests  of  time j deleted  the  following 
paragraphs:  Page  1>  Paragraphs  2 and  3;  beginning 

with  paragraph  3 ^ line  21>  on  page  2 through  Para- 
graph 2y  Ivne  93  on  p ago  3j  and  deleting  after  item 
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which  follows  this  page  * ) 

Without  going  further  with  this  testimony,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I would  conclude  by  saying  that  we  thank  you  for  the  oppor- 
tunity to  appear  before  you,  and  we  would  hope  that  any  changes, 
or  any  developments,  would  be  brought  to  our  attention.  Thank 
You . 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  C.  R.  Steele,  if  available, 

and  following  that  we  have  Representative  Nugent. 


C.  R.  STEELE 
Representing 
Yellow  Bay  Community 
Treho-Fortine-Rexford 
Land  Owner's  Association 


Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Commission: 

I hand,  first,  a letter  from  the  Exchange  Club  to 
your  Reporter,  as  a part  of  the  record. 

I spent  a lot  of  time  in  Missoula,  yesterday,  with 
a couple  of  very  learned  attorneys  and  came  up  with  some  words 
of  wisdom,  --some  nice  and  some  nasty,  for  you  gentlemen. 

But  fortunately,  and  I say  fortunately  for  you,  per- 
haps more  so  than  us,  you  changed  your  position  on  Flathead  Lake. 
(LAUGHTER)  To  us,  Flathead  Lake  is  the  Queen  of  the  waters 
west  of  the  Mississippi.  We  were  prepared  to  give  you  many 
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things,  trial  we  didn't  think  you  were  going  to  know. 

But  now,  having  to  follow  these  Polsonite  Bombers, 
(LAUGHTER)  I feel  I'm  in  the  position  of  coming  in  with  a little 
Piper  Cub,  with  one  lonely  little  bomb  to  drop.  Also,  when  you 
punctured  my  b a 1 1 oon  you  al so  created  problems  for  yourselves, 
because  you're  going  to  have  to  listen  to  me  off  the  cuff  for 
five  minutes.  I've  been  here  all  day  waiting  for  my  five  min- 
utes, and  I'm  going  to  take  it.  (LAUGHTER) 

Incidentally,  my  name  is  C.  R.  Steele,  and  I'm  a pro- 
fessional real  estate  appraiser  and  consultant;  I'm  very  heavily 
involved  in  the  Libby  Dam  area,  Rexford,  Eureka,  and  the  Trego- 
Fortine  areas. 

I live  in  Bigfork,  Montana,  and  I don't  know  how  come 
Senator  Turnage  missed  me,  he  got  everybody  else  in  Flathead 
County . 


I would  like  to  change  the  theory  of  this  water  thing 
just  a little  bit. 

I would  like  to  impress  upon  you,  the  importance  of 
the  tourist  industry  in  the  State.  I would  like  to  impress 
upon  you  the  importance  of  this  third  indust ry  in  the  State  of 
Montana,  because  I live  in  Bigfork.  I love  Bigfork.  This 
number  three  industry  in  the  State  of  Montana  is  number  one  to 
us  . 


i n r n 
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I would  like  to  take  you  back,  for  just  a minute,  to 
une,  when  we  had  the  flood  situation  in  £reat  Falls. 
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I'd  like  to  tell  you  that  that  night,  I drove  approxi- 
mately five  hours  to  get  from  Great  Falls  to  Missoula,  and  all 
the  way;  and  all  the  way  there,  I had  to  listen  to  KSL , in  Salt 
Lake  City,  50,000  watt  clear  channel  station,  --every  hour,  and 
every  half-hour,  give  news  bulletins  of  the  swirling,  muddy 
water  in  Montana.  I'd  like  you  to  know  that,  at  the  3:00  o' 
clock  edition  of  their  news,  they  made  a mistake.  They  men- 
tioned a rancher  by  name,  up  in  the  Choteau  area,  who  was 
supposed  to  have  lost  400-head  of  stock;  they  were  floating 
down  across  Montana  into  the  Great  Falls  area. 

I was  a little  disturbed  and  a little  exhausted,  so  I 
took  it  upon  myself  to  call  the  KSL  and  let  them  know,  that  the 
"muddy,  swirling  waters"  of  Montana  were  involving  only  a very 
small  part  of  Montana,  and  that  if  his  Nightcappers  would  still 
care  to  come  to  Montana,  we,  in  Bigfork,  would  be  real  happy 
to  show  them  where  they  could  go,  and  still  see  some  beautiful 
mountains  and  still  see  some  very  beautiful  streams. 

I did  this  out  of  anger.  Because,  if  you  folks  had 
ever,  and  some  of  you  are  going  to  have  a chance  tonight,  I 
hope,  on  your  Way  home,  in  the  wee  hours  of  the  morning,  you'll 
turn  your  car  radio  on  to  KSL,  Salt  Lake  City,  and  listen  to 
them  expound,  profusely,  on  their  beautiful  water.  Their 
beautiful  streams.  '’Come  to  Utah,  we've  got  it  here,  nobody 
else  has.*'  They  even  will  go  in  to  the  murky  waters  of  Salt  Lake. 

Now,  I wouldn't  trade  Flathead  Lake  for  Salt  Lake. 
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I wouldn't  trade  the  Bob  Marshall  Wilderness  for  their  Tetons. 

As  a matter  of  fact,  the  only  thing  that  Utah  has,  that  we  don't 
have,  is  a 50,000  watt  clear  channel  station  where  they  can  talk 
to  four  or  five  million  people.  (LAUGHTER.)  --and  I hope 
Les  Sterling,  takes  it,  along  with  KBLL  and  KCAP , and  every 
other  radio  station  in  the  State  of  Montana.  I would  say  that 
the  editors  for  the  commercials  for  the  State  of  Utah  State 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  are  absolutely  superb  in  the  flowery  adjec- 
tives that  they  spread  out  across  Montana,  and  every  place  else 
where  we  may  get  tourists  from. 

I'd  like  you  to  know  that  we,  at  Bigfork,  learned  to 
eat  fish,  the  winter  following  that  water.  I don't  know  how 
many  millions  of  dollars  that  night  of  bad  publicity  cost  us, 
but  I wouldn't  hesitate  to  say  that  in  the  Flathead  area  alone, 
it  was  easily  a million  dollars. 

As  a matter  of  fact,  in  January,  February,  and  March, 
we  didn't  even  care  what  kind  of  fish  we  were  eating,  because 
those  were  mighty  slim  months,  in  the  winter  of  '65  and  '65. 

If  you  are  going  to  expound  on  clean  water  and  pure 
water,  and  see  down  to  the  bottom  of  8 feet  of  water,  you're 
going  to  see  them  in  Montana,  as  well  as  you  are  in  Utah,  Idaho, 
or  Oregon,  or  any  place  else. 

I want  to  talk  to  you  about  tourism  for  another 

reason . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  I'm  sorry,  your  time  is  up. 
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MR.  STEELE:  I just  got  started.  (LAUGHTER 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  We  appreciate  that. 

MR.  STEELE:  May  I have  one  minute  to  talk  to  you  people? 

I represent,  also,  Forti ne-Trego  Landowner's  Associa- 
tion, and  these  other  people.  I would  like  to  say  to  you 
gentlemen,  that  I would  be  the  last  one  to  add  to  your  prob- 
lems now.  God  knows  you  have  plenty.  I would  like  to  say  this, 
and  I am  going  to  offer  one  more  slight  problem  to  you,  because 
you  are  going  to  get  it  full-blast,  with  a bomb,  just  like  the 
Poison  people  brought  you. 

Bear  in  mind  Libby  Dam  area  is  the  next  big  problem 
you  are  going  to  face.  I hope  there  is  a representative  here 
from  Lincoln  County,  who  can  take  the  rest  of  my  five  minutes, 
because  I think  I have  only  had  two-and-a-hal f . (LAUGHTER.) 
Thank  you  very  much.  (APPLAUSE.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Representative  Nugent,  to  be  followed  by  Mr. 

Konizeski.  Sorry,  if  1 don't  have  that  name  correct. 


REP.  JAMES  P.  NUGENT 
District  26 
Missoula,  Montana 

I am  representative  James  P.  Nugent,  District  26, 
Missoula,  Montana . 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Council: 
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I am  strongly  against  the  lowering  of  the  standards 
of  water  quality  in  order  to  meet  the  standards  of  the  Water 
Pollution  Council.  I refer  you  to  the  new  B-  D «,  class,  which 
was  B,C,D,E,  by  your  book,  on  page  24;  the  Clark  Fork  River  is 
--at  Missoula,  is  now  raised  to  B,C,D,E,and  it's  your  proposed 
idea,  that  the  classification  is  lowered  to  B-D2.  This  is  not 
up-grading,  by  your  own  chart,  because  the  present  Clark  Fork 
River,  in  the  Missoula  area,  is  producing  the  best  fishing  in 
the  State,  after  years  of  work  and  cost  to  industry  and  the  peo- 
ple of  the  City  of  Missoula,  to  clean  up  the  river.  The  Board 
is  now  leaving  a classification  of  this  river,  and  lowering 
that  classification.  From  the  Rattlesnake  to  Nine  Mile,  you 
lower  this  classification,  and  then  you  change  the  classifica- 
tion to  a B-D-^  class  again.  I feel  that  this  is  downgrading 
of  this  section  of  the  river,  and  not  in  line  with  the  proper 
classification  of  Montana  waters. 

When  the  special  appropriation  for  the  water  hearing 
was  asked,  and  recieved  in  the  closing  days  of  Legislature,  I 
understood  that  there  would  be  Hearings  in  several  sections  of 
the  State.  Why  only  one? 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Konizeski,  and  Senator  Folsom, 

we  hope  we  can  hear  from  you  next. 
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I am  strongly  against  the  lowering  of  the  standards 
of  water  quality  in  order  to  meet  the  standards  of  the  Water 
Pollution  Council.  I refer  you  to  the  new  B-D^  class,  which 
was  B,C,D,E,  by  your  book,  on  page  24;  the  Clark  Fork  River  is 
--at  Missoula,  is  now  raised  to  B,C,D,E,and  it's  your  proposed 
idea,  that  the  classification  is  lowered  to  B-  D2 . This  is  not 
up-grading,  by  your  own  chart,  because  the  present  Clark  Fork 
River,  in  the  Missoula  area,  is  producing  the  best  fishing  in 
the  State,  after  years  of  work  and  cost  to  industry  and  the  peo- 
ple of  the  City  of  Missoula,  to  clean  up  the  river.  The  Board 
is  now  leaving  a classification  of  this  river,  and  lowering 
that  classification.  From  the  Rattlesnake  to  Nine  Mile,  you 
lower  this  classification,  and  then  you  change  the  classifica- 
tion to  a B - D 2 class  again.  1 feel  that  this  is  downgrading 
of  this  section  of  the  river,  and  not  in  line  with  the  proper 
classification  of  Montana  waters. 

When  the  special  appropriation  for  the  water  hearing 
was  asked,  and  recieved  in  the  closing  days  of  Legislature,  I 
understood  that  there  would  be  Hearings  in  several  sections  of 
the  State.  Why  only  one? 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Konizeski,  and  Senator  Folsom, 

we  hope  we  can  hear  from  you  next. 
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RICHARD  L . KONIZESKI 
Professor  of  Hydrology 
University  of  Montana 

You  did  well,  the  second  time  around. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council,  Ladies  and 

Gentlemen: 

I am  Dick  Konizeski,  Professor  of  Hydrology,  Univers- 
i ty  of  Montana;  and  relative  to  degrees,  I'd  like  to  bring  out 
the  fact,  speaking  for  myself  and  my  colleagues  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Montana,  and  in  Bozeman,  I believe  all  of  us  could 
equal  the  degrees,  and  the  numbers  of  professional  organizations 
joined, --as  the  experts  cited  for  the  various  power  companies, 
by  the  various  power  companies  at  this  hearing. 

The  chief  difference,  or  one  of  the  differences, 
being,  that  we  don't  hire  individuals  to  run  around  carrying 
placards  advertising  the  fact. 

Mr.  Weydemeyer,  (at  this  point,  Mr.  Konizeski  read 

his  prepared  statement  verbatim , and 
it  appears  following  this  page.) 

In  reference  to  the  gentleman,  who  represented  the 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  in  Montana,  to  the  effect  that  water 
use  by  agriculture,  was  second  in  the  nation.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly true,  but  I would  point  out  the  fact  that  in  Montana 
we  use  27  times  as  much  water  for  irrigation,  as  we  do  for  all 
other  consumptive  uses  put  together.  In  fact,  we  waste  more 
water  by  transpiration  than  we  use,  otherwise,  for  all  other 
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use  combined,  with  the  exception,  of  course,  of  recreation  and 
power  generation  and  the  like. 

In  regard  to  the  representative  for  the  Montana  Stock- 
growers  Association,  insofar  as  the  need  of  food  before  recrea- 
tion is  concerned,  I think  it  may  be  of  interest  to  you  gentle- 
men to  know  that  Montana  has  one  of  the  lowest  returns  for 
water  consumed  for  any  State  in  this  Nation.  Something  like 
12<£  per  thousand  gallons  of  water.  This  is  against  $1.55  for 
recreation. 

Thank  you.  (APPLAUSE) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  We  will  ask  Jim  Lodge  to  be  prepared,  and 

Senator  Folsom  now  has  the  floor. 

MILLS  FOLSOM 
State  Senator 
Missoula,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council,  and  Ladies  and 

Gent! emen  : 

I would  like  to,  first,  present  petitions  from  Mis- 
soula residents,  who  are  concerned  about  water  standards  through- 
out the  State  of  Montana. 

There's  been  some  confusion  on  these  interpretations 
of  standards,  as  listed  in  this  Information  Bulletin.  There 
is  no  confusion, in  the  desire  of  the  people  of  Montana,  to  have 
clean  water,  and  there  is  no  questioning  that  Montanans  want 
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higher  water  standards,  not  lower. 

These  facts  remain,  regardless  of  classification 

methods . 

If  the  efforts  of  this  Council  result  in  fulfilling 
the  wishes  of  the  people,  they  are  to  be  commended;  and,  if  not, 
they  have  failed  in  their  avowed  purpose. 

Thank  y ou . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Jim  Lodge,  and  is  Claude  Brinks 

here?  He  will  f ol 1 ow . 

JAMES  LODGE 
Registered  Sanitarian 
Missoula,  Montana 

I am  Jim  Lodge,  of  Missoula;  and  I am  representing 
myself  as  a citizen.  I am  a sanitarian,  and  I 1 ve  worked  for 
the  Public  Health  in  Missoula  for  15  years. 

I wish  to  go  on  record  as  being  opposed  to  the 
following  classifications  proposed  by  the  Water  Pollution 
Counci  1 . 

I am  opposed  to  classification  of  the  innumberable 
small  tributary  streams  in  the  Clark  Fork  drainage,  as  B-D^  class 
waters.  Many  of  these  streams,  originating  in  high  mountains 
and  accumulate  along  the  continental  divide,  and  other  mountain 
di  vi des  . 

These  streams  produce  water  of  comparable  quality  to 
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3 t r e a m s supplying  water  to  towns  snd  cities . I think  t h £ y also 
should  be  classified  as  A-D].  streams . This  A-D^  classification 
would  reserve  these  headwaters  for  broader  usage,  as  this  nice 
clean  water  can  also  be  used  for  farming,  irrigation  and  in- 
dustry . 

Evidently,  grazing  and  hay  production,  along  with 
livestock  feed,  and  it  doesn't  interfere  with  the  A-D^  classi- 
fication; a glance  at  Fig.  2 reveals  the  entire  drainage  area 
is  classified  as  A - D ^ water. 

As  a sanitarian  in  Missoula,  I receive  many  complaints 
concerning  sewage  polluted  water  in  irrigation  ditches.  I 
never  did  receive  one  complaint  about  water  being  too  good  for 
irrigation  or  for  livestock  watering. 

2.  I am  opposed  to  the  classification  of  the 
Clark  Fork  and  the  Rattlesnake  to  Nine  Mile.  This  section  of 
the  river  has  undergone  a miraculous  rehabilitation  in  the  past 
ten  years.  This  river  is  no  longer  a disgrace  to  Western  Mon- 
tana. Since  its  rehabilitation,  my  son  and  I have  caught  num- 
erous trout  in  this  section  of  water.  Some  trout  which  were 
of  promising  size. 

I think  this  river  should  be  classified  as  B-Dj,  the 
same  as  for  fishing. 

This  section  of  the  Clark  Fork  also  serves  as  a source 
for  a number  of  irrigation  ditches  that  irrigate  farm  land  in 
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pleased  to  have  this  include  irrigation  and  livestock  water, 

also. 

I am  also  opposed  to  the  classification  of  the  Clark 
Fork  from  its  confluence  with  the  Flathead  River,  to  the  Idaho 
line  as  B-D2  waters.  I think  Montana  should  keep  all  of  those 
river  basin  streams  as  B-D^  streams,  unless  an  act  of  nature 
prevents  such  classification.  The  B - D ^ is  evidently  lowering 
the  standards,  as  trout-type  fish  cannot  exist. 

I desire  to  thank  the  Council  in  their  fine  act  of 
reclassification  of  the  waters  of  Flathead  Lake,  as  they  did  in 
yesterday's  action,  and  I wish  to  enter  my  report  into  the 
evidence  of  this  Hearing. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Drake. 

CLAUDE  DRAKE 
Represent! ng 

Great  Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

My  name  is  Claude  Drake,  and  I reside  on  Manchester 
Road,  West  of  Great  Falls.  I am  here  today,  as  a representat- 
ive Observer  for  the  Great  Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  my 
credentials  have  been  certified  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 

We  respectfully  ask  that  the  final  action  of  this 
Hearing  be  postponed  so  that  the  Great  Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce 
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can  express  an  official  position. 

Today,  I am  here  to  obtain  information,  and  to  re- 
late it  to  our  Board  of  Directors.  However,  there  was  some 
concern  in  the  Chamber  over  the  proposed  reclassification  of 
the  Missouri  River  from  D.,  to  D at  Great  Falls.  The  Great 

1 2 

Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  in  the  process  of  studying  cause 
factors  which  may  well  be  top-soil  silt  present  in  Muddy  Creek, 
carried  by  the  Sun  River  to  its  confluence  with  the  Missouri 
at  Great  Falls.  There  appears  to  be  a remedy  for  this  con- 
dition; a possibility  we  are  not  prepared,  at  this  time,  to 
elaborate  on. 

We  respectfully  request  an  opportunity  to  submit  a 
later  statement,  concerning  this  and  other  factors  incident  to 
this  Hearing,  in  such  time  as  will  not,  unnecessarily,  hold 
up  official  action  of  this  Control  Council.  And  that's  signed 
by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Great  Falls. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  As  announced  earlier  in  the  day, 

we  will  receive  any  testimony  that  reaches  the  --as 
a part  of  this  Hearing,  that  reaches  the  office  of 
the  State  Board  of  Health  by  the  25th  of  May.  We 
recognize  that  you  people  have  been  under  the  time 
pressure,  and  certainly  the  Council  has,  of  deadline 
presented  by  the  Federal  Government,  for  all  this 
material  to  be  in.  We  do  regret  that  we're  not 
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it  was  not  possible  for  the  staff  to  prepare  the 
material  and  get  the  information  out  to  you  earlier, 
and  to  give  more  time  for  consideration,  and  that  you 
recognize  that  Congress  acted  rather  swiftly  in  this 
particular  case.  We've  been  bucking  time  on  the 
Council,  all  the  way  through  plans  made,  to  get  the 
studies  completed,  to  get  approval  of  the  proposals, 
to  get  the  notices  of  the  Hearing,  according  to  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Montana;  and  we  will  endeaver 
to  incorporate  into  the  Hearing,  and  give  full  con- 
sideration to  all  material  which  reaches  the  office 
by  the  25th  of  this  month. 

We  will  have  a short  break,  about  ten  minutes  at 
this  time. 

(WHEREUPON  THE  HEARING  WAS  IN  RECESS  FOR  ABOUT  10  MINUTES.) 
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(AFTER  A SHORT  RECESS  THE  HEARING  CONTINUED  AS  FOLLOWS:) 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  First,  we  will  call  on  Mr.  J.  E.  A.  Rich 

J.  E.  A.  RICH 
Representing 
Holly  Sugar  Corporation 

Mr.  Chairman, 

Perhaps,  I should  apologize  for  not  being  from  Poison 
My  name  is  J.  E.  A.  Rich.  I'm  Eastern  District  Man- 
ager for  Holly  Sugar,  and  I would  like  to  just  read  a brief 
statement  I have  here. 

( Whereupon j Mr*  Rich  read  his  prepared  statement 
verbatim 3 and  it  appears  following  this  page . 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Senator  G.  W.  Deschamps,  Senator  from  Missoula 

G.  W.  DESCHAMPS 
Senator 

Missoula  County 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Committee: 

My  name  is  G.  W.  Deschamps,  State  Senator  from  Mis- 
soula County,  District  26.  Before  I get  into  this  statement, 

I would  like  to  present  petitions  and  letters,  and  I think  if 
all  the  Missoula  People  were  here  that  were  represented  in 
these  petitions,  we'd  have  the  Lake  County  Bombers  beat. 
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There  are  471  names  in  the  petitions,  that  we  are 
offering  into  testimony*  to  the  Chairman.  The  471  names  on  the 
petitions  and  personal  letters,  many  of  which,  Mr.  Chairman, 
you  have  copies,  --  These  people  represent  industry,  labor  and 
professional  services.  As  far  as  I know,  all  are  taxpayers 
and  have  shown  great  interest  in  this  Hearing.  Out  of  this  471 
names,  here  represented,  all  are  opposed  to  any  lowering  of  the 
classification  of  the  standards  of  the  pollution  in  the  waters 
of  Western  Montana.  All  are  interested  in  up-grading  of 
these  standards 

In  this  group  of  citizens,  are  people  from  our 
forest  products  industry,  medicine,  livestock  growers,  and 
general  types  of  backgrounds.  Many  of  these  people  own  pro- 
perty, or  homes,  on  many  of  our  beautiful  lakes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Committee,  I am  a 
rancher  in  Missoula  County,  and  our  ranch  is  irrigated  from  two 
creeks,  and  by  a dtich  from  the  Clark  Fork  River.  I would  cer- 
tainly not  want  any  downgrading  of  the  pollution  standards  in 
the  water  coming  from  these  sources. 

No  one  wants  anything  but  the  cleanest  and  the  best 
water  available,  for  his  crops,  or  for  the  drinking  water  of 
his  1 i ves  took . 

In  the  Clark  Fork  River  and  its  tributaries,  is  found 
some  of  the  finest  drinking  water  in  Western  Montana.  Raising 
water  temperature  by  the  change  in  classification  of  these 
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waters,  in  my  estimations  and  from  the  interest  shown  hv  the 
people  I represent,  would  be  unthinkable. 

Lowering  the  standards  of  Flathead  Lake,  one  of  the 
most  beautiful  lakes  in  the  United  States,  would  have 
been  --  and  I congratulate  you  on  your  determination  last  even- 
ing, --would  have  been  a great  mistake,  and  do  a great  injustice 
to  the  many  people  who  have  homes  on  the  lake  property,  and  pay 
taxes  there,  as  well  as  those  who  swim,  boat,  and  fish  on  this 
lake.  An  example  of  the  latter,  are  groups  like  the  Boy  Scouts, 
who  have  camped  on  the  lake  known  as  Molida  Island.  Are  we 
going  to  stand  idly  by  and  allow  an  increase  in  pollution  for 
these  waters,  to  the  extent  that  swimmers  would  no  longer  be 
safe?  I think  not. 

There  have  been  articles  in  the  paper,  quoting  Mr. 
McDermott,  that  if  the  classification  is  not  changed,  industry 
might  suffer.  I have  talked  to  many  people  in  industry,  and  I 
cannot  find  one,  who  is  not  interested  in  keeping  our  waters 
clean  and  pure  as  possible.  And  this  is  as  it  should  be. 

At  this  stage,  our  Montana  waters  are  still  clean. 

Let  us  not  get  ourselves  in  the  situation  that  the  states 
in  the  East  and  Middle  West  have  found  themselves,  where  you 
cannot  see  the  shoreline  of  the  water  for  the  foam  that  is 
caused  by  polluters  upstream. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I have  a letter  that  I may  quote  from, 

I think  I have  a few  minutes  left,  from  one  of  my  cons ti t utents 
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that  I think  entirely  exemplifies  the  feeling  of  many  of  the 
people,  or  at  least  should  exemplify  the  feeling" 

"The  facts  of  the  past  experience  is  tragically  plain 
in  the  East  and  Mid-West,  where  the  citizens  are  uniting  to  try 
to  reclaim  the  waterways  at  a cost  of  millions  of  dollars.  One 
of  the  Great  Lakes  is  already  biologically  dead,  and  another  one 
is  rapidly  becoming  so.  It  will  take  generations  to  replace 
some  of  the  waters;  perhaps,  some  will  never  support  life  again. 
Modern  man  has  failed  this  land  in  the  name  of  progress.  We 
have  all  enjoyed  the  fruits  of  this  progress,  but  with  it  has 
come  a pollution  problem  of  enormous  proportions. 

Now,  Man  turns  to  solving  his  problems,  and  trying  to 
clean  up  what  is  left.  The  State  of  Illinois  has  given  the 
State's  industry  until  --the  Steel  industry,  until  19T2  to 

clean  up  or  shut  down.  They  are  cleaning  up. 

The  newest  island  steel  plant,  built  on  the  edge  of 
Lake  Michigan,  in  the  Indiana  Dunes,  has  met  the  pollution  stan- 
dards, and  is  operating  more  effectively  than  ever  before. 

Why  can't  industry  come  to  the  State  of  Montana  with 
a full  knowledge  of  what  standards  they  must  meet.  Every  state 
in  the  Nation  has  either  stiffened  standards  or  thinking 
about  it.  If  the  state  refused  this  responsibility,  then  the 
Federal  Governement  will  take  it  over."  I think  we  are  all  cog 
nizent  of  this  fact. 

I'm  not  going  to  take  much  more  of  your  time,  because 
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there  are  many  more  p e o p 1 e . I have  a few  Tetters  that  I w i s h 
to  submit  as  evidence.  One  is  from  a couple  of  High  School 
boys,  in  Missoula,  They  are  advanced  biology  students  and  they 
are  so  interested  in  what's  happening  at  Flathead  Lake,  they 
drove  over  and  gave  me  this  to  add,  to  introduce  in  testimony; 
they  are  from  Don  Nash  and  Allen  Richards,  I have  another 
statement  from  from  Dr,  H.  A,  Raykowski,  He  says  that  he  did 
not  want  me  to  leave  the  whole  statement,  but  he'd  like  to  have 
me  read  the  last  paragraph.  And  this  is  his  statement, 

"Gentlemen,  make  no  mistake,  many  of  the  people  who 
are  here  in  response  to  this  injustice  were  born  in 
Montana,  but  it  wasn't  yesterday,"  (LAUGHTER) 

I have  one  more  letter,  I am  sorry  to  say,  the  Mayor 
of  Missoula,  was  here;  he  was  quite  upset  at  the  fact  that  he 
wanted  to  make  a statement,  but  he  had  to  get  back  to  Missoula 
and  this  is  the  statement  of  the  Mayor  of  Missoula,  Dick  Shoup. 
I will  offer  this  letter  in  testimony.  He  was  quite  upset  that 
he  did  not  have  a chance  to  be  heard,  and  we  know  that  you're 
very,  very  busy,  but  he  felt  that  he  should  have  been  heard. 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee,  that's  all 
I have  at  this  time,  but  please  remember,  I represent  people  in 
Western  Montana,  the  prettiest  part  of  the  United  States,  I 
think,  there  ever  is,  ever  will  be.  Please  search  your  souls 
and  your  conscience  as  well,  because  this  is  something  that's 
very,  very  important  for  the  welfare,  and  our  great  national 
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resources  of  cur  Montana  water.  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Representative  George  Darrow,  and  Dr.  Loren 

Kreck  will  be  on  deck. 

REP.  GEORGE  DARROW 
Representati ve 
Yellowstone  County 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Council,  Ladies  and 

Gen 1 1 emen  : 

For  the  record,  I am  George  Darrow,  Representative 
from  Yellowstone  County. 

As  chief  sponsor  of  the  appropriation  bill  in  the  last 
Session  of  the  Legislature,  which  provided  the  funds  to  make 
this  Hearing  possible,  I am  pleased  that  so  many  Montanans  have 
taken  advantage  of  the  forum  provided  here,  to  make  known  their 
views  regarding  water  quality  standards  in  the  State. 

Montana  is  indeed  fortunate,  in  having  maintained  up 
to  this  point,  the  water  quality  standards  which  we  now  enjoy. 
Everyone  here  is  aware  of  the  value  of  unpolluted  water,  and 
its  importance  to  Montana  resources.  One  of  the  greatest  ad- 
vantages which  Montana  has  over  most  other  states,  is  its  ability 
to  provide  adequate  supplies  of  water  to  all  users,  municipal, 
agricultural,  industrial  and  recreational;  in  an  anvironment  in 
which  quality  is  essentially  unimpaired  by  water  pollution. 

Part  of  the  reason  for  the  existing  water  quality,  which  Montana 
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enjoys,  is  of  course,  because  of  our  sparse  population  and 
limited  industry.  We  don't  have  the  problems  found  in  areas 
where  cities  and  large  industrial  concentrations  were  already 
in  business  a hundred  years  ago. 

However,  an  important  part  of  the  reason  why  most  Mon- 
tana water  can  be  classified  in  the  upper  end  of  the  quality 
scale,  is  because  of  the  foresight  and  past  efforts  of  the  Board 
of  Health,  the  Water  Pollution  Council,  and  the  Legislature  and 
the  concern  of  pollution  conscious  private  organizations  and  in- 
dividuals. 

A review  of  these  actions  should  furnish  a perspective 
helpful  in  our  future  water  quality  standards. 

The  first  Water  Pollution  Control  Law  was 
passed  by  the  Legislature  in  1907  to  prohibit  the  discharge 
of  untreated  sewage  which  would  endanger  the  rest  of  the  water 
for  downstream  use.  This  Act  authorized  the  Board  of  Health  to 
protect  public  water  supplies  and  approve  plans  for  water  sys- 
tems. The  limited  authority  of  the  pollution  control  was  con- 
tained in  the  1907  law,  proved  generally  adequate  until  the 
post-War  years . 

Then,  in  1952,  the  State  Board  of  Health,  acting  on  its 
own  iniative,  adopted  a policy  requiring  primary  treatment  of 
all  sewage,  in  order  to  meet  the  problems  created  by  a growing 
population  and  increase  in  urban  concentration.  To  implement 
this  policy,  forty  Montana  Cities  and  towns  were  asked  to  provide 
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sewage  treatment  facilities  and  schedule  construction  by  July  1, 

1957. 

Now,  ten  years  later,  every  city  and  town  named  in 
the  original  request,  has  completed  the  required  treatment  fa- 
cilities. 

Since  1952,  13  Million  Dollars  has  been  spent  by  these 
municipalities  in  complying  with  the  requirements  of  the  Board 
of  Health.  Today,  98%  of  Montana's  urban  population,  which  is 
served  by  sewers,  have  an  adequate  primary  treatment  of  their 
wastes.  This  is,  I believe,  an  achievement  which  is  unequalled 
by  any  other  state. 

In  1955,  to  meet  the  challenge  of  water  quality,  cre- 
ated by  further  urban  concentration  and  new  industrial  develop- 
ment, the  Legislature  enacted  the  Montana  Water  Pollution  Act 
of  1955.  We  should  take  pride  in  the  fact  that  this  Act,  pre- 
ceded by  a full  ten  years,  the  Federal  Water  Quality  Act  of 
1965. 

The  State  Board  of  Health  was  instrumental  in  securing 
this  legislation,  with  the  Montana  Conservation  Council  serving 
as  a catalist,  and  rallying  public  support  for  the  legisla- 
tion. 

Montana's  1955  Water  Pollution  Act  established  a com- 
prehensive program  for  the  prevention,  control  and  abatement  of 
water  pollution.  With  the  seven-member  Water  Pollution  Control 
Council  established,  as  a policy-making  body,  and  the  Department 
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of  Health  designated  as  the  administrative  agency;  all  major 
streams  in  the  State,  were  classified  by  1960. 

As  a measure  of  the  water  quality  improvement,  which 
has  taken  place  since  1955,  in  Montana  streams,  because  of  the 
enforcement  of  this  Act,  it  should  be  noted  that  107  new  sewage 
plants,  or  major  additions  to  existing  plants,  have  been  pre- 
scribed. During  the  same  period,  over  $30  Million  Dollars  has 
been  spent  by  industry  in  the  treatment  of  industrial  wastes. 
About  $23  Million  Dollars  of  this  amount,  by  A.C.M.  alone,  to 
remove  mine  and  smelter  wastes,  allowing  the  Clark  Fork  River, 
above  Missoula,  to  become  one  of  the  fine  fishing  streams  of 
Montana . 

I believe  all  Montanans  should  take  pride  in  the  fore- 
sight, which  has  been  shown  in  the  past,  in  maintaining  the 
quality  of  our  streams  and  waters;  and  further,  I believe  that 
the  Water  Pollution  Council  and  the  Department  of  Health  should 
be  congratulated  on  their  dedication,  and  on  their  continuing 
vigorous  enforcement  of  the  pollution  control  and  abatement 
measures  which  are  needed  to  maintain  this  quality  in  the  future. 

Montana  has  demonstrated  its  leadership,  among  the 
other  states,  in  preserving  the  quality  of  the  surface  waters. 

I hope  we  can  maintain  this  leadership  for  the  benefit 
of  future  generations,  and  preserve  the  quality  of  * '*  4 
our  water  in  the  face  of  continuing  population  growth, 
urbanization,  industrial  development,  and  technological  changes. 
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Thank  you. 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  thank  you.  Dr.  Kreck,  to  be  followed  by  Dr 

Downey . 


DR.  LOREN  L.  KRECK 
Representi ng , 

FI athead  Wildlife  Inc. 


My  name  is  Loren  Kreck,  and  I'm  here  representing  346 

members  of  the  Flathead  Wildlife  Inc. 

Our  concern  was  with  the  reclassification  of  the 
waters  of  Flathead  Lake.  We  agree  with  the  decision  made  by 
the  Council  last  night,  and  I will  delete,  or  not  read  this, 

in  the  interests  of  speeding  up  this  Hearing. 

I was  also  asked  to  file  six  letters  by  private  in- 
dividuals that  were  interested  in  this.  I have  a personal  let- 
ter of  my  own,  that  I would  like  consideration  of,  and  it  is 

directed  to  the  Water  Pollution  Council. 

I wish  that  you'd  please  be  sure  to  include  all  three 

forks  of  the  upper  Flathead  River  in  Class  A-D^  this  is  logical 
and  necessary  that  Flathead  Lake  may  maintain  its  A Classifica- 
tion. The  origin  of  these  waters  in  Glacier  Park  and  in  the 

l).  S.  National  Forest,  makes  this  conclusion  tenable  and 
mandatory.  Please,  then,  specifically  write  in  these  forks  in 
the  final  draft  In  the  submitted  form  to  the  Federal  authorities. 
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I was  concerned  by  the  little  bulletin  put  out,  it 
mentioned  the  fact  that  Flathead  Lake  was  going  to  be  considered 
A-d1  category,  and  it  says  that  many  of  its  tributaries  would 
also  be.  I think  it  is  so  important  that  the  main  fork  of  the 
Flathead  River  be  included  in  this  A - D^  category,  also. 

The  other  thing  I would  like  to  request,  is  that  the 
Montana  Water  Pollution  Council  submit  to  the  public,  by  way  of 
the  press,  the  final  draft  of  recommended  criteria  and  uses, 
shortly  before  June  30th,  so  that  we  may  direct  the  Council's 
decision  as  related  to  the  impact  of  this  Hearing.  I think, 
perhaps,  if  we  could  make  public  controversy  a part  of  this, 
which  doesn't  seem  to  encompass  the  whole  thing;  I think,  most 
people  today,  were  agreed  on  most  of  these  things,  but  subjects 
such  as  the  oxygen  content,  and  the  raising  of  the  temperature 
in  the  water,  and  such  things  as  the  lower  Flathead  River,  and 
the  Clark  Fork  River,  I think,  perhaps,  we  should  have  this 
information  before  the  30th,  or  before  its  turned  into  Federal 
hands.  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Dr.  Downey,  to  be  followed  by  Dr. Bach. 

DR.  DAVID  W.  DOWNEY 
of 

Kal i spe 1 1 , Montana 

Chairman  Weydemeyer,  Members  of  the  Council,  Ladies 
and  Gen t 1 emen : 
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I appreciate  being  able  to  come  here*  today,  and  speak 
to  you.  I should  identify  myself.  I'm  Dave  Downey.  I live  in 
Kalispell,  where  I own  property  in  Flathead  County. 

(Whereupon 3 Dr.  Downey  read  his  prepared  statement } 

substantially  as  written , and  it  appears  following 

this  page . ) 

I would  urge  you,  as  Dr.  Kreck  did,  to  submit  to  the 
people  of  Montana,  your  final  findings  before  they  are  sub- 
mitted to  the  U.  S.  Government.  I realize  time  schedule  is 
limited  at  this  point,  but  I think  there  are  many  of  us  who 
would  appreciate  that. 

The  main  point  of  contention  appears  to  be  those  of 
people  who  want  clean  water  and  the  people  of  industry.  Many 
industries  are  in  favor  of  preventing  pollution,  I know. 

However,  it  seems  that  industry  will  only  be  as  interested  as  it 
is  required  to  be,  and  if  industry  is  required  to  be  clean,  it 
can.  This  is  also  due  to  the  technology  available  today. 

Also,  along  these  lines,  it  is  lots  easier  to  prevent 
these  things  from  happening,  than  it  is  to  correct  them  after 
they  have  happened. 

I respectfully  ask  you  to  consider  the  other  tribu- 
taries of  Flathead  Lake,  be  classified  as  B-D^. 

I am  not  familiar  enough  with  the  scientific 
material  to  know  what  the  difference  is,  but  I think  it  would 
be  a good  idea  to  raise  the  classification  to  A,  and  then 
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institute  the  things  that  are  required  to  make  it  that  way. 

And,  in  closing,  I'd  like  to  say,  you  fellows  have 
been  taking  some  pretty  hard  uppercuts,  here  this  afternoon, 
and  I'd  like  you  to  know  there's  really  a great  many  of  us  who 
are  deeply  appreciative  of  your  effort  on  our  behalf.  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Mr.  Dachs  ,fol 1 owed  by  George  Johnson. 

GEORGE  DACHS 
Representi ng  , 

Kalispell  Chamber  of  Commerce 
I am  George  Dachs,  representing  the  Kalispell  Chamber 
of  Commerse. 

Mr.  Weydemeyer,  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

I wish  to  state  that  an  original  copy  of  this  report 
has  been  turned  in  to  you  by  our  Senator  Alex  Sample.  He  left 
this  morning  with  the  impression  that  the  Flathead  Drainage  would 
be  classified  A-D  . In  reading  over  the  manual  and  in  talking 
to  members  of  the  council,  I find  that  this  is  not  entirely 
true;  this  is  a matter  of  the  upper  fork  of  Flathead  River.  I 
feel  compelled  now,  to  read  a copy  of  the  communication  from 
our  Kalispell  Chamber  of  Commerce: 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Dachs  read  that  statement  verbatim  and 
it  follows  this  page.) 

I wish  to  thank  this  Council  for  the  opportunity  to 
appear  before  them  this  afternoon. 
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MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  George  Johnson,  and  following  Mr.  Johnson, 

we  will  call  Beck  Mattson. 


GEORGE  R.  JOHNSON 
Di rector 

Glacier  Wildlife  Assn. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Pollution  Council: 

I'm  George  Johnson,  and  representing  the  Glacier 
Wildlife  Association,  at  Cut  Bank.  I also  have  with  me, 

Glen  Shumsky,  --he's  our  sanitarian,  and  if  he  could  just  fol 
low  with  about  a minute's  statement,  that  falls  in  line  of 
what  I give,  I'd  really  appreciate  it. 

As  a matter  of  clarification,  I would  like  to  say 
that  Cut  Bank  Creek  is  presently  classified  B-D^from  its 
source  to  Old  Maid  Coulee  in  the  vicinity  of  Cut  Bank,  and 
classified  B-D2  from  there  to  its  confluence  with  the  Marias 
River.  Since  the  classification  of  this  area,  part  of  the  Mis 
souri  River  drainage,  was  arrived  at  from  research ,whi ch  was 
completed  in  1960,  we  believe  that  the  changes  which  ensued 
from  that  time,  are  pertinent,  and  deserve  your  consideration 
First,  the  flood  of  1964  was  very  beneficial  to 
this  particular  river*  classified  as  B-D2. 

The  clensing  and  scouring  action  of  the  flood  waters,  cleared 
away  cl  ay- i mp reg na ted  silt  from  the  interstices  of  the  gravel 
aggregate,  and  rolled  to  form  gravel  deposits  to  form  large 
or  permeable  gravel  areas  suitable  for  spawning.  This  is 
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supported  by  the  fact  that  there  is  a tremendous  reproduction 
of  Whitefish,  and  there's  been  some  evidence  of  Rainbow  Trout 
proparating  in  the  last  two  years. 

Secondly,  the  Fish  and  Game  Department  believes  there 
is  a high  possibility  that  this  section  of  the  Cut  Bank  Creek 
will  support  growth  and  propagation  of  Brown  Trout.  This 
species  was  introduced  to  that  section  in  1 9 6 5 9 and  we  have  had 
an  excellent  growth  rate.  Since  this  species  begin  spawning 
at  the  age  of  3 years , there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
they  will  spawn  this  fall9  and  propagate  naturally. 

Thirdly,  water  purity,  oxygen  content,  and  water 
temperature,  are  all  within  the  limits  of  D classification, 
as  attested  by  an  abundance  of  aquatic  life  in  the  stream, 
and  the  the  excellent  growth  of  the  resident  salmonoid  species. 

We,  therefore,  the  Glacier  Wildlife  Association  re- 
quests that  Cut  Bank  Creek,  from  Old  Maid  Miller's  Coulee  to 
its  confluence  with  the  Marias  River,  be  classified  B-D^. 

I thank  you. 

Now,  if  we  could  just  have  Glen  Shumsky  give  just  a 
small  statement  please,  1 would  appreciate  it. 

(A  prepared  statement  follows  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you  Mr.  Johnson. 

GLEN  A.  SHUMSKY,  R.  S. 

City  Sanitarian, 

Cut  Bank,  Montana 
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Gentlemen,  this  is  a response  from  the  City  of  Cut 
Bank,  presented  by  myself,  Glen  Shumsky, 

(Whereupon  Mr*  Shumsky  read  his  prepared  statement 
which  follows  this  page*) 

In  response  to  the  upper- cuts s which  were  mentioned 
here  a moment  ago3  I'd  like  you  to  draw  some  consolation  from 
the  fact  that  the  Good  Lord  does  not  recognize  medals s 
diplomas 3 or  degrees , He  will  look  for  scars*  Gentlemen * 

I believe  you  are  receiving  a large  portion  of  your  quota£ 
today . 

MR » WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Becky  Mattson,  followed  by 

Mrs,  Hannum,~ 

BECKY  MATTSON 

Lakes i de- Rol 1 i ns  Real  Estate  Board 
Lakeside,  Montana 

Mr,  Weydemeyer , Members  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council 
I'm  Becky  Mattson,  Lakeside  Montana,  For  years  we 
have  been  concerned  with  keeping  our  water  in  Montana;  with 
pollution,  now  we  are  concerned  with  keeping  Montana  out  of  the 

wate  r , 

1 would  like  to  present  individual  letters  from 
the  Lakeside  -Rollins  Real  Estate  Board,  I would  like  to  pre- 
sent telegrams  from  R,  C.  Rolfing,  President  of  the  Wurlitzer 
Corporation,  Chicago  Illinois;  W,  A.  James,  President  of  James 
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Montana  Company,  Mountain  Vi  ew  ,Cal  i form*  a ; Dr.  and  Mrs.  Fisch- 
bach,  a prominent  Ohio  physician,  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  R.  S.  Howard, 
newspaper  publisher,  Naples,  Florida.  I also  have  a letter 
from  F.  Walter  Hoi  1 enstei  ner , vice  President  of  Draper  and 
Kramer,  Incorporated,  Chicago,  Illinois;  and  several  from  pro- 
perty owners  in  Lakeside,  Montana. 

Mr.  Hollensteiner  told  me  personally,  that  if  he  had 
wanted  water  pollution,  he  would  have  stayed  in  Chicago, 

(At  this  point*Mrs.  Mattson  read  the  Rolfing  telegram 3 
which  follows  this  page ; After  which  Mrs.  Mattson 
read  a statement  from  the  Lakeside-Rollins  Real 
Estate  Board  as  follow  this  page*  together  with  let- 
rers  not  read  into  the  record  from  Lakeside  residents . ) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Hannum,  followed 

by  Robert  Munroe. 

MRS.  ELIZABETH  HANNUM 
Western  Montana  Scientists'  Committee 
Missoula,  Montana 


Chairman  Weydemeyer,  Members  of  the  Council: 

( Whereupon*  Mrs.  Hannum  read  her  prepared  statement 
into  the  record * and  it  appears  following  this  page.) 

I .would  like  to  add,  informally,  that  we  cannot  accept 
the  Chairman's  sta-tement  that  the  proposed  D-g  classification 
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is,  in  effect,  higher  than  or  than  the  old  3 Classification, 
To  our  knowledge,  there  is  absolutely  no  scientific  evidence, 
or  other  evidence,  to  prove  this;  nor  is  it  consistent  with  the 
contents  and  description  of  D^  and  in  the  Council's  booklet. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Robert  Munroe,  0.  M.  Ueland  will 

follow. 


ROBERT  E.  MUNROE 
District  Superintendent 
The  Great  Western  Sugar  Co. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I am  Robert  Munroe,  District  Super- 
intendant  of  the  Great  Wester  Sugar  Company,  Denver  Colorado. 

I have  a statement  to  the  Montana  Water  Pollution 
Control  Council  from  the  Great  Western  Sugar  Company,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

(Whereupon^  Mr.  Munroe  read  the  prepared  statement 
verbatim , and  it  follows  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Ueland,  followed  by  Leslie 

Pengal ly . 

0.  M.  UELAND 
Executive  Secretary, 

State  Soil  Conservation  Commission 
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I am  0.  M.  Ueland,  Executive  Secretary  of  the  State 
Soil  Conservation  Commission. 

(Whereupon  Mr . Ueland  read  his  prepared  statement 
verbatim 3 inserting  material  at  various  points  as 
fo  Hows : 

(On  page  13  after  line  3 of  the  second  paragraph 3 

Mr.  Ueland  inserted  the  following : 

We  have  an  obligation  to  society,  its  tax  base,  in  the 
State  of  Montana,  to  the  health  and  welfare  of  citizens,  to  the 
agricultural  industries,  recreation  industries,  fish,  stock 
raising;  we  do  not  pretend  to  clean  up  the  water  of  Montana. 

We  do  what  we  can. 

(Inserted  on  page  13  after  the  final  word  on 
the  page3  "erosion.") 

Now,  I bring  this  to  your  attention,  and  it's  in  our 
State  Soil  Conservation  District  law,  who  planned  out  and 
carried  out  this  conservation  program.  You  people  point  your 
finger  at  agriculture,  for  sediment  as  the  main  contributor 
to  the  pollution  of  our  streams. 

(Inserted  on  page  23  following  paragraph  1.) 

You  do  cite  figures  of  the  investments  that  industty 
is  making.  I can  say,  that  the  farmers  and  ranchers  in  this 
one  year,  with  some  help,  contributed  $10  Million  Dollars  for 
conservation  practices,  which  have  a bearing  on  pollution  con- 
trol. In  one  year,  farmers  and  ranchers  have 
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contributed  a substantial  amount  of  money. 

These  programs  that  I would  submit  to  tire  attention 
of  your  federal  people.  You  are  asking  for  your  program. 

Thirty  years  ago,  some  of  our  demonstration  units  were 
iniated  in  Montana.  It  was  hard  to  interest  land  occupiers;  today 
we  have  a tremendous  backlog  of  applications  to  service  farmers 
and  ranchers,  particularly,  want  this  help  to  assist  in  turning 
out  this  conservation  practice. 

(Whereupon^  Mr . Ueland  read  his  statement 
substantially  as  written. ) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  All  right.  Would  you  care  to  stand  and  stretch 

for  a moment?  (REST  IN  PLACE  FOR  A FEW  SECONDS.) 

LESLIE  PENGELLY 
Missoula,  Montana 

My  name  is  Les  Pengelly,  and  I'm  a citizen  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  the  last  13  years,  and  I live  in  Missoula. 

I represent  myself,  and  I'm  a professional  citizen.  I've  had 
49  years  of  experience  in  breathing  air  and  drinking  water, 
and  lately,  I must  say  it  is  becomming  more  of  a challenge. 

The  other  statements  I have  are  from  individuals,  Dr. 
Buggbee,  from  the  philosophy  department  of  the  University  of 
Montana,  I also  have  a statement  from  the  Missoula  County 
Improvement  Commission,  signed  by  Brig.  Gen.  (unintelligible; 
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signature  on  letter  illegible.) 

I think  it  would  be  a waste  of  time,  mine  and  yours, 
to  go  through  all  information  of  today's  testimony.  I think  that 
I would  like  to  compliment  the  Commission  on  their  start  on  the 
control  of  this  confusion.  A ruckus  has  been  stirred  up  here 
today,  and  has  aroused  more  interest  in  water  and  water  standards 
than  I have  been  able  to  raise  in  30  years  of  professional 
and  pseudo-professional  efforts.  I think  that  this  statement 
in  the  paper,  that  has  been  referred  to,  plus  the  confusion  over 

this  green  book,  which  I won't  refer  to  since  I haven't  got  one, 

--I  think  the  point  is  that  when  a statement  can  be  misinter- 
preted by  chemists,  hydraul ogi s ts  , lawyers,  biologists,  school 
teachers  and  citizens,  then  I have  two  suggestions  to  make. 

If  your  writer  did  this  on  purpose,  just  to  fog 

industry,  I would  say,  shame  on  him,  we  will  catch  him  later  on. 

If  he  is  that  poorly  gifted,  I would  suggest  you  call  in  some 
outside  help!  I cannot  imagine  that  many  people  misinterpret- 
ing such  a simple  document. 

The  second  point  I want  to  make  on 
my  unprepared  statement,  is  that  the  mood  of  the  citizens  and 
the  professionals,  alike,  is  pretty  obvious  here  today.  I 
would  like  to  recommend  a new  category  A,  D,  or  1,  2,  --I'd  like 
to  recommend  a category  East-West.  I think  that  the  interests 
shown  by  the  citizens  from  west  of  the  Divide  may  be  directly 
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proportionate  to  the  quality  of  the  water  they  enjoy. 

Now,  they  do  want  clean  water.  Now,  this  is  not  a 
very  noble  objective.  You  can  say,  "I  want  clean  water. "and  I 
think  the  Council  should  help  them  get  it,  and  you  have  hinted 
with  them  that  they  should  help  pay  the  cost.  This  is  where 
some  of  this  en th us  i asm  di  e down  , and  won't  carry  on  any  further. 

1 think  it's  a citizen's  responsibility,  more  than  just 
rising  to  a point  of  order;  I think  also,  he  can  share  with  the 
burden  of  what  they're  asking  for. 

I believe,  in  this  case,  the  water  problem  is  something 
like  an  iceberg.  We  have  talked  about  the  parts  sticking  above 
the  water,  with  talking  about  classifications  and  criteria,  and 
having  antics  with  semantics,  --but  I think  there's  a much 
greater  problem  under  the  surface;  the  biggest  part  of  an  ice- 
berg is  undetected,  in  this  case,  the  areas  the  Water  Pollu- 
tion Council  are  going  to  get  into  are  much  greater  after  they 
set  the  standards.  This  is  going  to  be  detecting,  enforcement, 
and  the  legal  aspects,  and  in  most  cases,  the  burden  of  proof 
is  in  the  wrong  place. 

Now,  I just  returned  from  a meeting  in  New  York  -- 

it  was  a national  meeting  on  the  crisis  environment,  and  since 

are  not 

many  of  our  water  users/home-grown  industries,  but  they  do  come 
in  from  other  places,  they  have  different  attitudes  toward  water, 
perhaps,  than  we  do  here. 
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We  don't  have  any  water  with  a 50  coll  form  count. 

At  Rochester,  New  York,  they  were  finding  a 5,000  coliform 
count,  on  the  beach,  and  this  was  still  twice  the  legal  limit. 
So,  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  --  I don't  think  we  have 
different  durabilities,  --  but  I think  we  do  find  that  many 
of  the  these  things  do  go  unnoticed;  in  the  point  that  was  made 
earlier,  that  we  don't  have  --  money,  I think  within  the  budget 
for  this  Council,  where  they  have  four  part-time  employees, 
where  they  cannot  do  the  enforcement,  or  even  the  initial 
detection  that  needs  to  be  done.  As  a citizen,  I'm  concerned 
about  this,  and  I'm  not  blaming  them  for  not  doing  it,  I sympa- 
thize with  them,  and  I can  understand  why  they  can't  do  it. 

Now,  the  other  day,  we  have  heard  things,  and  there 
are  many,  many  things  that  were  either  understood  from  press 
releases,  the  information  in  the  bulletin,  and  I would  like 
to  comment,  however,  about  the  statement  on  the  progress  made 
in  industry  made  in  the  last  ten  years.  I think  it  is  very 
true,  and  I have  seen  some  of  this,  --  I presume  that  since 
industry  so  thoughtfully  provided  the  figure,  that  they're 
also  providing  figures  representing  gross  profits  in  industries 
a little  more  fully.  How  much  of  a portion  of  their  income 
is  being  spent  on  pollution  abatement.  Is  it  1%,  10%,  or  a 
portion  thereof? 

Now  the  odd  thing  here,  --  I'm  going  to  general ize-- 
at  the  New  York  conference,  they  had  a speaker  point  cut  the 
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steps  t h d t ere  taken  in  a ny  pollution  discussion.  A n d , usually, 
the  mass  users  of  water  take  the  following  steps.  If  I say 
anything  that  sounds  familiar  here,  it's  merely  a coincidence, 
but  I heard  this  in  New  York,  Saturday: 

The  first  thing  that's  --  the  first  play  is  ter  amend 
or  lessen  income.  If  you  really  want  to  be  effective,  hint 
that  you  protest  in  the  name  of  the  potential  sufferers.  This 
has  the  desired  effect. 

Then,  if  they  don't  catch  on  to  that,  try  the  move, 
“With  the  Federal  Law  you  might  get  outside  influence,  and  they 
might  set  the  standards  on  the  other  side  of  the  fence."  And 
this  may  help  to  get  rid  of  Step  No.  2. 

Step  No.  3 --the  third  step  is  to  tell  what  you  plan 
to  clean  up,  "just  for  you";  you  don't  tell  what  part  that  is 
of  your  total  income. 

And  the  final  step  is  to  hire  your  own  experts. 

If  any  of  this  seems  familiar  to  you,  just  put  it 
down  as  a coincidence. 

These  hired  expert  was  hired  to  assist  you  in  making 
and  make  a collection  of  data  analysis  and  data  interpretation. 
Now,  the  reason  I'm  pointing  this  out  is,  I think  that  this 
happens  to  Eastern  industry,  and  I'm  sure  it  doesn't  happen  in 
Montana.  I think  in  Montana  we  do  not  believe  in  the  inevitabil- 
ity of  di rty  water  or  no  jobs. 

I think  the  water  quality  standards  should  be  a means 
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of  enhancing  the  quality  of  our  water.  It  should  be  a quasi  - 
legal  system  for  detecting  pollution  in  these  natural  resources 
in  regard  to  these  mountain  streams. 

Now,  I am  going  to  drop  that  issue,  and  I am  going  to 
say  briefly,  we  need  more  help,  and  I think  that  you  should 
support  this  thing  that  you've  seen  here  today,  really  working. 
Put  the  Monkey  on  their  back,  and  ask  them  how  they  feel  about 
levies;  what  part  is  the  citizen  going  to  do,  and  from  my 
standpoint,  as  a professional  conservationist,  plus  a 49-year 
old  amateur,  I'm  going  to  say  that  I think  that  our  job  is  to 
erase  the  shams  and  facades  that  exist  in  that  people  are  saying 
that  they're  doing  things,  and  they're  really  not. 

In  the  Missoula  area,  we're  going  to  one  little  area 
group  that  ran  only  the  coliform  count,  rather  than  pay  for  one 
with  the  temperatures,  and  the  suggested  count  was  50,000  today, 
--good  swimming. 
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BARRY  NOLAN 

Humble  Oil  Refining  Co. 

Billings s Montana 

Mr,  Chairman*  Members  of  the  Water  Pollution  Council, 
I'm  Barry  Nolan*  with  the  Humble  Oil  Refining  Com- 
pany* in  Billings,  I have  a statment  here,  I will  not  take 
the  timestake  your  time  this  evening  to  read  it*  because  of  the 
lateness  of  the  hour*  but  I will  leave  it  here  for  your  consid- 
ers ti  on , 

(Mr,  Nolan's  statement  follows  this  page,) 

MR,  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Mr,  Cromwell. 

CLYDE  A.  CROMWELL 
Represent! ng 
Montana  Petroleum  Assn, 

Billings*  Montana 

Mr,  Chairman*  Members  of  the  Council*  and  those  who 
have  had  the  fortitude  to  remain*  after  this  long 
session: 

Whereupon  Mr , Cromwell  read  his  prepared  statement 
verbatim 2 and  inserted  the  following  material  after 
the  first  paragraph  on  page  1.  The  prepared  state- 
ment follows  this  page.) 
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Now,  at  this  point,  I would  like  to  make  a comment, 
that  very  much  concerns  me,  and  that  is  the  matter  of  the  vici- 
ous statements,  and  the  castigation  that  have  been  charged 
against  this  Council,  and  I regret  that  very  much.  I thought 
that  most  of  us  were  men  of  higher  caliber  and  higher  quality 
than  to  castigate  and  to  demean  our  Council  here,  who  have 
worked  so  diligently,  in  difficult  situations;  and  it  is  very 
hard  for  me  and  others  to  follow  all  the  eloquent  presentations 
that  were  made  by  some  of  our  colleagues  and  associates  in  the 
Western  part  of  the  State. 

Secondly,  I'd  like  to  say  that  I am  making  the  pre- 
sentation for  the  entire  petroleum  industry  in  Montana.  There 
will  be  no  other  presentations.  Mr.  Nolan  made  a brief  one, 

Mr.  Hanson,  I think  will  make  a very  brief  statement.  So  this 
will  be  the  statement  prepared  and  presented  by  the  petroleum 
1 n d u s t ry  . 

I want  you  to  take  cognizance  of  that  fact,  if  you 
will  please,  although  we  have  one  of  the  most  vital  statements 
in  this  whole  area,  in  the  State  of  Montana. 

Now,  to  continue  with  my  prepared  report. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Cromwell  continued  with  the  prepared 
statement 3 as  appears  preceding  this  page.) 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  C.  R.  Hampton,  and  is  Leonard 

Kenfiela  in  the  room?  He  will  follow  this  speaker. 
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n n m MiinTAM 

o . r\  « n An  r i ui\ 

Atto  rney 

Continental  Oil  Company 

Mr.  Hearing  Officer,  Members  of  the  Montana  Water 
Pollution  Control  Council: 

My  name  is  Clyde  Hampton,  I'm  an  attorney.  I'm 
representing  Continental  Oil  Company.  In  the  in- 
interests of  saving  time,  I would  simply  like  to  state  that 
my  company  goes  on  record  as  supporting  the  statement  read  by 
Mr.  Cromwell,  representing  the  position  of  the  oil  industry 
in  Montana.  With  that,  I would  like  to  submit  my  statement 
for  the  record. 

(Mr.  Hampton's  prepared  statement  follows  this 
page . ) 

MR,  WEYDEMEYER:  Leonard  Kenfield,  Montana  Farmers'  Union, 

followed  by  John  B.  Daly. 

LEONARD  KENFIELD 
Pres i den t , 

Montana  Farmers  Union 

Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

My  name  is  Leonard  Kenfield,  and  I'm  president  of 
the  Montana  Farmers  Union,  and  I live  at  Great  Falls,  Montana. 

We  certainly  appreciate  an  opportunity  to  appear  here, 

today,  our  organization  urges  (At  this  point  Mr.  Kenfield  read 
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page . ) 

Thank  you  very  kindly. 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  John  B.  Daly,  --is  Mr.  Daly  here? 

Robert  Labree,  Leif  Erickson,  Armand  T.  Fargo,  -- 
We  certainly  appreciate,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  given  precedence,  as  much  as  we  could,  to  those 
who  have  indicated  that  they  did  have  to  leave  early, 
we  certainly  appreciate  the  fact  that  some  people, 
who  have  been  here  all  day  long,  have  not  asked  for 
early  time,  and  have  remained  until  their  proper 
time  to  be  called  upon.  We  appreciate  their  coopera- 
tion in  this  situation. 


ROMAN  C.  FARGO 
City  Engineer 
Bozeman,  Montana 

My  name  is  Roman  C.  Fargo,  and  I'm  City  Engineer  at 
Bozeman.  We  have  submitted  --  the  City  of  Bozeman  has  submitted 
a letter,  and  I'll  read  the  letter. 

( Whereupon t Mr.  Fargo  read  the  letter  into  the  reoord. ) 


-151- 


uc yncMcvco . 

*»  L.  I U l_  I I l_  I 1_  l\  . 


C -J  r ^ i _ u „ 4- 

L.U  Lily  | CIIQI  L-  , 


M ... 
II  I a 


M D 


• I l\  o 


M 

Engl ehart 


E . Richard 
left.  Mr. 


I 11  ^ U p O 

l.  i one  1 n i 


B . S . Ever Ingham 


B.  S.  EVERINGHAM 
Missoula,  Montana 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Montana  Water  Pollu- 
tion Council: 

I am  B.  S.  Everingham,  also  known  as  Bill  Everingham. 

1 come  from  the  heart  of  the  air  pollution  country,  namely, 
Missoula,  Montana. 

1 am  a taxpayer,  a Marine  veteran,  and  member  of  the 
Republican  Party,  and  I would  like  to  repeat  what  has  already 
been  said  here  today,  I do  want  to  see  the  waters  of  the  two 
rivers  flowing  into  Flathead  Lake,  and  the  waters  flowing  out 
of  Flathead  Lake  upgraded  to  meet  the  standards  already  set  for 
Flathead  Lake. 

I have  been  asked  by  this  organization  to  read  this 

letter  to  you. 

"The  Second  District  Dental  Society  wishes  to  present 
their  opposition  to  any  downgrading  of  the  purity  of  Western 
Montana  waters.  It  is  our  understanding  that  the  Montana  Water 
Pollution  Control  Council  has  the  inherent  duty  to  maintain 
and  improve  the  water  resources,  and  we  implore  them  to  main- 
tain the  purity  of  this  resource,  as  is  their  charge.  Sincerely, 
signed,  M.  P.  Reynolds,  President,  Second  District  Dental 
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Society."  Thank  you. 


MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mrs.  John  C.  Jordan. 

MRS.  JOHN  C.  JORDAN 

I have  already  submitted  my  protest  and  that's  all, 

I guess.  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Forrest  Barn  a by.  Pm  not 

sure  I have  that  name  correct,  if  not,  I apologize 

to  the  Mayor  of  Kalispell. 

MAYOR  OF  KALISPELL 

Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Council: 

I am  Harry  Burney,  Mayor  of  Kalispell.  I would  like 
to  request  an  objective  study  of  Flathead  Lake,  in  all  the  fa- 
cets of  pollution.  This  would  include  bacteriological 
samples  the  year  around,  at  various  depths  and  at  various  lo- 
cations, all  around  the  lakeshore.  This  should  also  include 
silting  studies,  dissolved  solids  and  so  forth.  Our  inquiries 
would  indicate  that  this  has  never  been  done.  The  tributary 
streams  should  also  be  studied,  to  make  improvement  possible. 

We,  in  Kalispell,  have  scheduled  the  secondary 
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treatment  for  the  sewage  plant,  at  approximately  $200,000,  to 
insure  discharge  of  the  cleanest  effluent  possible.  Whitefish 
has  an  efficient  lagoon  system,  with  good  control  assured. 

We  would  like  the  strict  policing  of  discharge  of  any 
industrial  wastes,  including  silting  from  the  logging  opera- 
t i ons  . 

Flathead  Lake  can  remain  A quality,  so  can  the  Flat- 
head  River. 

We  have  heard  a great  deal  from  the  Wildlife  Associa- 
tion, but  I can  assure  you  the  Wildlife  aren't  half  as  wild  as 
the  people  in  Western  Montana,  if  our  water  standards  are 
1 owered. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  E.  C.  Baldwin.  Mr.  L.  Eaton, 

of  Butte.  L.  J.  La  Rue,  Prickly  Pear.  There  is  a 
Mrs.  S.  T --  someone  from  Bigfork.  Latta. 

John  C.  Olson.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  E.  T.  Latta,  Bigfork. 
Some  of  these  have  requested  to  have  their  testi- 
mony incorporated  into  the  record  of  the  Hearing, 
but  will  not  make  a personal  appearance.  I have 
not  been  able  to  check  all  of  these  cards,  so  I'll 
just  read  the  names.  John  D.  Nelson.  John  B. 
Fligelman.  Norman  J.  MacDonald.  Chief  of  Water 
Control,  Seattle  District  Corps  of  Engineers.  We 
hope  you  are  not  in  a hurry  to  get  back  to  Seattle. 


-154- 


this  afternoon. 

MR.  BECKMAN:  I“m  glad  ! wasn't,  sir, 


DON  BECKMAN 
Area  Engineer 

Corps  of  Engineers 
Fort  Peck,  Montana 

1 was  to  have  opened  by  saying  I welcomed  this  oppor- 
tunity of  appearing  here  today.  At  this  point,  Im  not  too  sure, 
I would  like  to  remind  you  gentlemen,  that  the  Bible  says  tribu- 
lation works  for  patience;  patience  for  experience,  and  exper- 
ience, hope.  So,  don't  give  up. 

We  would  like  to  emphasize  our  1 nteres t i n water  pollu- 
tion  control . Whereupon s Mr . Beckman  read  from  his  prepared 
statement  which  appears  following  this  page,) 

Thank  you. 

MR,  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Claude  Briggs.  Rolf  Jorgenson. 

Mrs.  Merle  Madison.  Harry  Solberg,  Gerald  R.  Craig- 
hand,  Wesley  Woodgard.  Chief,  Recreational  Parks 
Division,  Montana  Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Department. 

CHIEF, 

Recreational  Parks  Division 
Montana  Fish,  Game  and  Parks  Division 

( Someone j who  did  not  give  his  name 3 read  a portion 
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prepared  statement  from  the  department, ) 

We  have  another  prepared  statement  on  standards 
which  I have  submitted,  but  will  not  read  at  this  time. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Mr.  John  Spottedjohn.  Frank  Bos- 

worth.  C.  L.  Fisher.  Charles  H.  Schramm.  And 
here  is  one  that  asked  to  appear  near  the  last,  be- 
lieve it  or  not.  Dr.  Arnold  Silverman. 

CHARLES  H.  SCHRAMM 
Area  Land  Operations  Officer 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Billings,  Montana 

I am  Charles  Schramm,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  in 
Billings.  (At  this  point 3 Mr.  Schramm  read  from  his  prepared 
statement 3 beginning  with  the  second  paragraph  on 
page  13  thereof) 

I would  also  like  to  have  the  record  show  that 
Wesley  R.  Booker,  of  the  Flathead  Reservation  was  here  today. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Is  Dr.  Arnold  Silverman  here? 

It  is  possible,  in  our  handling  all  of  these  regis- 
tration cards  today,  they  have  gone  through  several 
processes,  that  we  may  have  overlooked  and  mislaid 
a card.  If  there  is  anyone  here,  who  signed  a card, 
and  wants  to  make  a statement,  or  if  there  is  anyone 
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still  remaining  here, who  would  like  to  make  a state- 
ment, before  this  Hearing  closes,  we  will  give  you 
that  opportunity  now.  If  no  one  does,  we  will  open 
this  to  those  who  are  remaining,  and  we  appreciate 
your  remaining  with  us  to  the  bitter  end. 

I open  this  to  questions  from  the  audience,  to 
Members  of  the  Council,  on  any  of  the  matters  which 
have  been  considered  here  today. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  we  will  try  to  supply  an 
answer.  Dr.  Kreck. 

DR.  KRECK:  I would  like  to  ask  a question  in  regard  to 

the  main  forks  of  the  Flathead  River,  above  Flathead 
Lake;  in  your  decision  last  night,  did  you  reach  a 
conclusion  on  that,  in  regard  changing  the  classifi 
cation  of  Flathead  Lake.  Did  you  include  the  River, 
the  tributaries  above  Flathead  Lake  also? 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Our  action  was  that  all  Flathead  Lake,  all 

the  way  up  it's  tributaries,  which  at  the  present 
time  are  classed  A,B,C,D,  would  be  remaining  in  A-Dj 
But  the  tributaries  on  the  Flathead  River,  are  not 
now,  in  the  A category  -- 

DR.  KRECK:Right. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  --they're  in  B;  but  those  which  are  now  in 

A , B , C , category,  would  remain  in  the  A-D  category. 

DR.  KRECK:  In  other  words,  it's  been  --  it  was  listed  here 
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as  a B-D,.  the  upper  Flathead  River;  is  it  now  A-D  ? 

1 1 

--the  upper  Flathead  River? 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  The  changes  apply,  which  we  suggested  last 

evening,  they  apply  only  to  those  tributaries  of  the 
Flathead,  that, at  present,  are  classified  A,B,C,D. 

They  are  indicated  in  the  Bulletin.  I do  not  have 
such  off-hand  answer  to  the  question.  Someone  else 
on  the  Council  may  be  qualified  to  do  it. 

(COLLOQUY  AMONG  THE  COUNCIL.) 

Certainly,  the  entire  situation  will  be  considered 
by  the  Council  in  light  of  all  of  the  testimony 
here  today. 

DR.  KRECK:  Okay,  that's  fine.  Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Are  there  any  other  questions?  We  would  like 

to  give  opportunity  to  the  Council  Members,  if  they 
want  further  questions  from  you  people;  one  of  the 
Council  Members  may  want  to  make  a statement,  re- 
garding some  of  the  information  which  was  presented, 
and  some  of  the  statements  indicating  that  we  were 
in  error  in  some  of  our  statements  here  today. 

I would  specifically  like  to  refer  to  one,  because 
it  was  specifically  charged  in  testimony  three  or 
four  times,  that  the  Chairman  was  not  accurate  in  say- 
ing that  the  both  D^  and  D-D.,  streams  were  all  -- 
represented  a higher  classification,  than  the  present 
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B.  I would  ask  those  people  who  question  us  , to 
confer  with  our  biologists  and  engineers,  staff 
members,  who  have  done  the  work  for  the  council,  who 
are  sure  that  that  is  the  case. 

Certainly,  I am  a lay-Member  myself,-  and  that's  a 
technical  question,  but  that's  what  we  have  been 
assured  by  our  staff,  who  have  done  the  invest- 
igation. Thank  you. 

HR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Clay,  do  you  wish  to  make  any  statement? 

MR.  BRINCK:  Well,  with  it,  this  late  hour,  I don't  think  it  is 
very  appropriate  to  make  statements.  We  have  had 
a lot  of  things  that  have  been  said  here;  I think 
a lot  of  it  has  been  generated  because  people  did  not 
know,  and  this  is  our  fault.  I will  take  responsibil 
i ty  for  this  lack  of  information  going  out.  However, 
we  are  faced  with  certain  physical  problems,  in  the 
office,  --  and  we  are  faced,  basing  our  work  and 
our  activities,  tying  up,  possibly,  six  man-months 
work  in  this  report  that  was  before  you.  We  had 
thought  that  we  were  making  it  plain,  but  apparently, 
we  confused  an  awful  lot  of  people.  We  could  have 
gained  a lot  by  holding  information  hearings,  through 
out  the  State.  We  have  been  pressed  for  time.  People 
may  say,  "Well,  why  didn't  we  do  certain  things  many 
months  ago."  We  know  that  we  have  been  faced  with 
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this.  We  asked  the  Legislature  for  the  money.  It 
was  decided  that  we  would  ask  for  sufficient  amount 
to  hold  a hearing.  We  had  discussed  a series  of  hear- 
ing§9  The  number  of  people  that  are  here  today,  has 
evidenced  a great  deal  more  Interest  In  this,  than  In 
any  of  the  previous  5 hearings  that  we  have  had.  We 
have  studied  these  streams  for  many  years.  We  would 
like  to  have  a lot  more  time  to  get' more  detail. 

The  original  studies  were  made,  using  a summer  team, 
for  three  consecutive  summers,  in  order  to  obtain 
basic  information.  This  was  used  when  we  were  making 
our  initial  classifications. 

It’s  been  brought  out,  this  afternoon,  in  some  of 
the  conversation,  that  maybe  we  should  use  different 
types  of  classifications. 

We  know  that  trout  are  living  in  streams  that  we  are 
proposing  as  02-  It  has  been  indicated  that  trout 
are  propagating  there.  Maybe  another  classification 
is  necessary. 

Also,  everybody  wants  this  A classification,  as  was 
brought  out  by  Mr.  Weydemeyer  this  morning:  A 

stands  for  the  best. 

In  our  thinking,  A was  intended,  originally,  only  for 
closed,  restricted  watersheds.  How  this  can  be  brought 
into  line,  the  Council  has  indicated  they  will  do  it. 


-160- 


But,  it  does  mean  that  we  will  have  to  look  over  our 
proposals  very  carefully,  and  A-  D ^ , --and  this  should 
be  kept  in  mind,  can  mean  that  we  would  have  to  keep 
all  people  away  from  Flathead  Lake,  including  all 
the  boating,  --where  there  would  be  any  oil  that 
would  leave  the  engine.  This  could  also  mean  any 
water  skiing,  or  any  swimming. 

Now,  these  are  things  that  we  have  to  consider, 
and  the  Council  will  have  to  consider,  after  the 
hearing  they  received  today,  and  reviewing  the  testi- 
mony that  has  been  submitted,  both  in  the  Hearing  to- 
day, and  in  the  letters  that  have  been  received. 

I have  probably,  in  my  office,  a thousand  letters. 
These  are  mostly  from  the  people  in  Western  Montana. 
We  also  have  letters  from  people  from  Eastern  Mon- 
tana. We  have  some  people  that  think  our  classi- 
fications are  too  high;  we  have  some  that  are  satis- 
fied with  what  we  have  presented,  and  have  said 
so.  And  there  are  others  that  has  been  brought  out 
here,  overwhelmingly,  that  we  are  a way  too  low. 

So,  the  Council  is  going  to  have  to  take  the  part  of 
Solomon,  during  the  next  few  weeks,  and  review  what 
has  been  presented,  and  I hope  --  come  up  with  the 
solution  that  will  be  as  satisfactory  to  as  many 
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people  in  Montana,  and  meet  the  requirements  of 
both  our  State  law  and  our  Federal  Legislation. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Thank  you.  Clay.  Any  other  members  of  the 

Council  wish  to  comment?  It  has  just  been  commented 
that  there's  an  old  indian  saying  that  you  should 
never  judge  a man  until  you  have  walked  in  his 
moccasins.  I am  sure  that  Members  of  the  Council 
today,  have  tried  to  imagine  themselves  wearing  the 
moccasins  of  all  these  people,  who  have  presented 
information,  and  have  testified.  We  hope  that  you, 
also,  can  imagine  yourselves  wearing  our  moccasins, 
as  we  continue  our  work  in  trying  to  arrive  at  a 
sound  appraisal  of  our  water  resources  and  to  reach 
a balance  between  conflicting  interests  and  con- 
flicting uses  of  water,  all  of  which  are  reasonable 
and  justifiable;  and  we  can  assure  you  that  we  will 
take  into  full  consideration,  all  of  the  testimony 
received  here,  the  letters  that  have  been  received 
prior  to  the  hearing,  and  do  the  best  we  can  with 
the  job.  We  ask  for  your  continued  support  and 
cooperation  in  this  effort,  which  has  been  indicated 
this  morning,  not  only  for  the  Council,  but  for  all 
the  people  of  Montana.  Yes  sir? 

DR.  KRECK:  Sir,  may  I ask  one  more  question? 
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MR.  WEYDEMEYER:  Yes,  sir. 

DR.  KRECK:  Regarding  your  decision  of  yesterday,  to  reclass- 

ify the  Flathead  Lake  waters,  did  this  apply  to  all 
the  waters  that  were  previously  classified  as  "A", 
or  does  it  apply  to  the  Flathead  drainage? 

MR,  WEYDEMEYER:  It  applies  to  the  waters  in  Western  Montana, 

which  have  been  classified  A,B,C,D;  they  would 
remain  the  Flathead  area,  and  include  Georgetown 
Lake  on  the  Clark's  Fork  Drainage. 

If  there  are  no  further  questions,  then  we  thank 
you  all  for  your  patience  in  remaining  with  us  this 
long.  We  wish  we  could  thank  all  --  everyone  else 
who  left  earlier,  but  it  is  too  late  to  do  that. 

We  hope  this  meeting  will  result  in  more  harmonious 
relations  between  the  Council  and  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Montana,  as  we  go  about  the  job  which  is 
the  responsibility  of  all  of  us.  Thank  you.  The 
Hearing  is  closed. 

00O00 
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